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Tribal and federal governments 
work together to seize land and 


power from U.S. citizens 
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It's Never Been About Trading 
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International Merger, by John Birch Society 
CEO Arthur R. Thompson, explores the true 
agenda behind the free trade agreements, pacts, 
and partnerships being considered by the US. 
Congress. You will find this book fascinating, and 
be quoting it often. (2014, 146pp, 1/$9.95; 12- 
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Amendment I. Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the 
people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a 
redress of grievances. 


Amendment II.a well-regulated militia being necessary to 
the security of a free state, the right of the people to keep and bear 
arms shall not be infringed. 


Amendment TTI. No soldier shall, in time of peace, be 
quartered in any house, without the consent of the owner, nor in 
time of war, but in a manner to be prescribed by law. 


Amendment IV. tie right of the people to be secure in their 
persons, houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable searches 
and seizures shall not be violated, and no warrants shall issue, 
but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and 
particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or 
things to be seized. 


Amendment Vv No person shall be held to answer for a 
capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or 
indictment of a grand jury, except in cases arising in the land or 
naval forces, or in the militia, when in actual service in time of war 
or public danger; nor shall any person be subject for the same offense 
to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in 
any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of 


life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall private 
property be taken for public use, without just compensation. 


Amendment VI. tn all criminal prosecutions the accused 
shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial 
jury of the state and district wherein the crime shall have been 
committed, which district shall have been previously ascertained by 
law, and to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; 
to be confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory 
process for obtain-ing witnesses in his favor, and to have the 
assistance of counsel for his defense. 


Amendment VII. im suits at common law, where the 
value in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by 
jury shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury shall be otherwise 
re-examined in any court of the United States, than according to the 
rules of the common law. 


Amendment VIII. Excessive bail shall not be required, nor 


excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted. 


Amendment LX. The enumeration in the Constitution, of 
certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others 
retained by the people. 


Amendment X. The powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the states, are 
reserved to the states respectively, or to the people. 
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PROMISES 


The Shadows of Power 

Author James Perloff exposes the subversive roots and global designs 
of the Council on Foreign Relations (CFR). Passed off as a think-tank, 
this group is the “power behind the throne,’ with hundreds of top 
government officials drawn from its ranks. The book traces CFR 
activity from the Wilson to Reagan administrations. (201 led, 273pp, 
pb, $10.95) BKSOP 


The Real Face of the EU 

This documentary covers the history and goals of the EU, as well as the 
disturbing, irrevocable implications the EU continental government 
holds for every British citizen. With a similar process unfolding in 
America under the North American Free Trade Agreement, Americans 
should question whether our country should create a North American 
Union. (2008, 36min) 

Sleeved DVD (1-3/$1.50ea, 4-6/$1.25ea, 7-9/$1.00ea, 10-20/$0.90ea, 
21-50/$0.80ea, 51+/$0.75ea) DVDRFEU 

Cased DVD (1-3/$3.95ea, 4-6/$3.00ea, 7-9/$2.50ea, 10-20/$2.25ea, 
21-50/$2.00ea, 50+/$1.75ea) DVDRFEUC 


EALITY 


Free Trade Agenda Pamphlets 

Every trade agreement or partnership seems to come with guarantees of more 
money from exports, more jobs, and the promise of U.S. sovereignty not being 
threatened. The reality is exactly the opposite. These three pamphlets illustrate the 
deceptions and what can be done to fight them. 

“Free Trade: Promises and Reality” PFTPAR 

“What’s the Real Price of Free Trade?” PRPFT 

“Not-So-Free TRADE” PNSFT 

(2013, four-color trifold pamphlet, 1/$0.20; 100-499/$0.15ea; 500-999/$0.13ea; 
1,000+/$0.10ea) 


Secretly Trading Away Our Independence — Reprint 
President Obama is pushing two trade pacts leading to economic and political integra- 
tion of the United States with the European Union and Pacific Rim nations. (2013, 8pp, 
1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPSTAOI 


Trans-Pacific Partnership — Reprint 

The drafting of the Trans-Pacific Partnership — another treaty deemed a “free trade 
agreement” — is being overseen by big corporations, not Congress, and the TPP 
would exempt foreign companies from U.S. laws and regulations, including environ- 
mental regulations. (2012, 8pp, 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPTPP 
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LAND GRAB 


Exploiting Indians 
by Alex Newman — Tribal and federal governments work together 
to seize land and power from U.S. citizens. 


Obama’s EPA: Weapon of Choice 


in UN-backed War on Freedom 

by Alex Newman — The UN makes itself out to be the planet's 
savior, but it’s not looking out for the poor or unimportant people. 
Around the world it’s dispossessing people of their property. 


FOREIGN AID 
Exporting Welfare 


by Laurence M. Vance — The U.S. government borrows nearly half 
of what it spends, yet it gives billions to countries around the world, 
though foreign aid hasn’t led the Third World poor to prosperity. 


BOOK REVIEW 


Rediscovering America’s 

Last Jeffersonian Democrat President 

by Christian Gomez — Grover Cleveland was viewed very favorably 
in his own day, but with the rise of pro-socialist scholars and media, 
he has been largely shunted toward obscurity. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 

Mystery Bielski Remembered 

by Leslie Bell — War history is really the impersonal summation of 
the individual stories of every participant or victim. With the WWII 
generation dying off, it is important to compile those stories. 


THE LAST WORD 

On Money and the Freedom of Speech 

by Jack Kenny 
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Doctors Dumping Out 


Emergency rooms at hospitals across the 
country are already seeing a significant in- 
crease in the number of patients since Jan- 
uary. ObamaCare wasn’t supposed to have 
that effect. 

Many doctors are refusing to play along 
and intend to quit the profession rather 
than be controlled by socialized medicine, 
which the Affordable Care Act is. So peo- 
ple are having a hard time finding primary 
care physicians. 

How is it that we are going to add 30 
million more people to the list of covered 
patients with a current doctor shortage and 
the prediction of even fewer physicians in 
the future? 

It doesn’t equate. The whole mess is a 
disaster, precisely as most of us predicted. 
ObamaCare, which is unconstitution- 
al, must be repealed immediately and com- 
pletely, before it does any more damage. 

CAPTAIN JIM GREEN 
Heber City, Utah 


I am writing regarding the shortage of doc- 
tors. The truth is that we do not have a lack 
of trained M.D.s in the United States. A 
dirty little secret of the medical community 
is that thousands of M.D.s aren’t working 
right now because of the lack of residency 
slots. The majority of these graduates are 
from Caribbean medical schools, but there 
are plenty of U.S.-trained M.D.s that also 
face this dilemma. 

Lest you suppose these are inferior 
candidates, remember that they have 
earned their Doctor of Medicine degrees. 
They have passed the same horrific tests 
(USMLE), have had the identical require- 
ments and met the same standards, have 
undergone months of rigorous clerkships 
(internships), and have spent hundreds of 
thousands of dollars on their education 
— just like their U.S.-trained counter- 
parts — only to be stopped cold because 
there aren’t enough residency spots. Many 
of these graduates are U.S. citizens who 
opted to go to the Caribbean because the 
schools generally are less expensive, but 
not academically inferior. 

Last year (2013), according to the AMA, 
there were close to 41,000 applicants for 
residency (all M.D.s) but a little less than 
30,000 spots. It’s simple math: 11,000 
trained, degreed M.D.s with nowhere to go. 

It gets worse. These doctors cannot 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


practice any type of medicine because, 
despite their extensive training, they come 
out of school without any type of certifica- 
tion or license. 

They have more knowledge, more hands- 
on training, and more skills than most PA’s 
or nurses, but can’t diagnose or prescribe. 
In fact, they are lucky if they can find any 
type of medical job at all. What a waste! 

Many of these M.D.s leave medicine 
with overwhelming debt and no way to pay 
off the loans. It is hard to track this very 
large group of graduates, but isn’t it time 
our leaders and the medical community 
take a look at this vast resource and find a 
way to put qualified doctors to work? 

JAN MAYER 
Sent via e-mail 


Immigration Contradiction 


The Obama regime and friends seem to 
be adept at imposing financial sanctions 
against Russia for its actions in the Ukraine. 
Why doesn’t Obama use the same strategy 
against all the South American countries 
that are sending children across our bor- 
ders? Answer: Obama is behind the illegal- 
alien invasion, and he is doing his best to 
bring the downfall of the United States of 
America. He should take the money that we 
normally give these countries and use it to 
close our borders and send the illegals back 
to where they came from. 
PHILIP KNAPP 
Varick, New York 


Culture and Class 


Your article on the “Fading Middle Class” 
(March 3, 2014) was excellent but omitted 
one of the greatest factors in the destruction 
of the middle class: the sexual revolution. 
The combination of sexual license, 
abortion, state-sponsored illegitimacy, and 
no-fault divorce has brought a shrinking 
population, widespread illegitimate chil- 
dren, and poverty. “Gay” marriage is the 
last nail in the coffin of a dying society. 
JUAN J. RYAN 
New Providence, New Jersey 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 


In Historic Blow to Climate Hysteria, Australia Kills Carbon Tax 
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With final approval of the Senate on July 17, Australia officially 
became the first developed nation to repeal its deeply controver- 
sial tax on emissions of carbon dioxide, dealing a major setback 
to proponents of increasingly discredited man-made “global 
warming” theories. Climate realists worldwide celebrated the 
historic development, while global-warming alarmists lashed 
out at Australian lawmakers. Analysts also noted that the repeal, 
shepherded through by conservative Prime Minister Tony Ab- 
bott, could be a foreshadowing of much bigger problems for the 
widely criticized United Nations anti-CO, crusade. 

Abbott rose to power last year after promising to repeal the 
economy-crushing tax on CO, emissions. Despite opposition 


from climate alarmists in the Labour Party and other smaller 
parties — Australian Greens party boss Christine Milne even 
claimed Australia would become a “global pariah” — Abbott 
was finally able to fulfill what analysts said was his most impor- 
tant campaign pledge. Because his conservative-leaning Liberal 
Party does not control the Senate, however, the Australian prime 
minister relied on support of other parties to secure the historic 
39 to 32 victory. 

“Today the tax that you voted to get rid of is finally gone; a 
useless destructive tax which damaged jobs, which hurt families’ 
cost of living and which didn’t actually help the environment is 
finally gone,” declared Abbott in a news conference after the 
historic Senate vote, drawing praise from across Australia and 
around the world. Calling the carbon scheme a “9 percent impost 
on power prices, a $9 billion handbrake on our economy,” the 
prime minister estimated that the repeal would save Australian 
voters and businesses more than $8 billion per year. That works 
out to over $500 for the average household, he added. 

While Australia moves to restore sanity, the Obama adminis- 
tration has gone radically in the other direction. When a Demo- 
crat-controlled Congress refused to impose an unconstitutional, 
economy-crushing carbon regime on the United States, the ex- 
ecutive branch simply imposed one by decree through the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency. Top Obama officials have claimed 
that there is “zero” chance of Congress being able to stop it, but 
state governments and U.S. lawmakers are already fighting back 
against the plot. 


British Surveillance Agents Create False Internet Information 


On July 14, British journalist Glenn Greenwald reported that the 
NSA’s British counterpart, the Government Communications 
Headquarters (GCHQ), 


has developed covert tools to seed the internet with false 
information, including the ability to manipulate the results 
of online polls, artificially inflate pageview counts on web 
sites, “amplif[y]” sanctioned messages on YouTube, and 
censor video content judged to be “extremist.” The capa- 
bilities, detailed in documents provided by NSA whistle- 
blower Edward Snowden, even include an old standby for 
pre-adolescent prank callers everywhere: A way to connect 
two unsuspecting phone users together in a call. 


This latest document shines light on a lengthy roster of tactics and 
tools employed by GCHQ and NSA to monitor and manipulate 
social media content. Of the newly publicized methods, Green- 
wald reported: 


The “tools” have been assigned boastful code names. They 
include invasive methods for online surveillance, as well as 
some of the very techniques that the U.S. and U.K. have harsh- 


ly prosecuted young online activists for employing, including 
“distributed denial of service” attacks and “call bombing.” But 
they also describe previously unknown tactics for manipulat- 
ing and distorting online political discourse and disseminating 
state propaganda, as well as the apparent ability to actively 
monitor Skype users in real-time — raising further questions 
about the extent of Microsoft’s cooperation with spy agencies 
or potential vulnerabilities in its Skype’s encryption. 


Given the amount of time the connected world spends online and 
the amount of identifying data willingly dumped into Facebook, 
Twitter, and other social media platforms, it’s difficult to imagine 
a more unconscionable program. It is difficult to know what to 
believe and what not to believe, even when the evidence pre- 
sented against someone appears “credible” or “reliable.” 

The deceptions perpetrated by GCHQ and NSA are sophisti- 
cated enough that people who are innocent of any crime can be 
painted as the vilest of criminals based on evidence manufactured 
by their accusers. The question remains: How many people or 
organizations will have to have their reputations obliterated by 
the tampering of technologically advanced government agents 
before those governments are brought to heel? 
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Iraqi Christians Flee Mosul Under Threat From ISIS Terrorists 


Following a threat of extermination at the hands of the terrorist 
group Islamic State of Iraq and Syria (ISIS), virtually all Chris- 
tians have fled the northern Iraqi city of Mosul, a community the 
faithful have called home for some 1,700 years. 

ISIS thugs ordered all Christians to leave the city by noon of Sat- 
urday, July 19, pay an exorbitant fine, or face “death by the sword,” 
reported CNN, after Christians declined to attend a meeting ISIS 
had called to “discuss” their presence in Mosul. Christian residents 
of Mosul said they had been afraid to attend the meeting called by 
ISIS, and were given the ultimatum shortly afterward. 

“A total of 52 Christian families left the city of Mosul early 
Saturday morning [July 19], with an armed group prohibiting some 
of them from taking anything but the clothes on their backs,” re- 
ported CNN. 

The New York Times noted July 19 that since “Saddam Hus- 
sein was ousted, Mosul’s Christians, one of the oldest commu- 
nities of its kind in the world, had seen their numbers dwindle 
from over 30,000 to just a few thousand, but once ISIS swept 
into the city in early June, there were reports that the remaining 
Christians had fled.” 

According to the New York Times, some non-Christian sects 
have been even more ill-treated than Christians, including the 
“Yazidis, a tiny sect that has survived for centuries and whose 


theology fuses elements of Islam, Christianity, and Zoroastrian- 
ism; Shabaks, who are often described as Shiites whose language 
is close to Persian and who take beliefs from different traditions; 
and Shiite Turkmen.” 

Estimates by some human rights groups have put the death toll 
from ISIS violence in the first six months of 2014 at nearly 6,000. 
“More than 600,000 people were driven from their homes during 
June alone, doubling the number of internally displaced people in 
Iraq to more than 1.2 million,” the Zimes reported, quoting human 
rights groups that are monitoring the statistics. 


Snowden: Encryption Needed to Protect Reporters, News Sources 


Edward Snowden is still working on surveillance systems — only 
now he is working to foil them. The former NSA computer ana- 
lyst, now living in asylum in Moscow, said he is designing an 
encryption system to protect the confidential information of jour- 
nalists, doctors, lawyers, and others with professional obligations 
of confidentiality to their clients. 

“An unfortunate side effect of the development of all these 
new surveillance technologies is that the work of journalism has 
become immeasurably harder than it ever has been in the past,” 
Snowden said in a lengthy interview on July 17 with the British 
paper The Guardian. “Journalists have to be particularly con- 
scious about any sort of network signalling, any sort of connec- 
tion, any sort of licence-plate reading device that they pass on 
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their way to a meeting point, any place they use their credit card, 
any place they take their phone, any email contact they have 
with the source because that very first contact, before encrypted 
communications are established, is enough to give it all away.” 

Electronic communications of doctors, lawyers, accountants, 
and even clergy also require protection in this age of digital sur- 
veillance, Snowden said. “If we confess something to our priest 
inside a church that would be private, but is it any different if we 
send our pastor a private email confessing a crisis that we have 
in our life?” 

In his interview with The Guardian, Snowden described ac- 
tivities by NSA personnel quite removed from any interest in 
national security: 


During the course of their work, (NSA employees) stumble 
across something that is completely unrelated to their work 
in any sort of necessary sense, for example, an intimate nude 
photo of someone in a sexually compromising situation. So 
what do they do? They turn around in their chair and show 
a coworker who says, “Hey that’s great. Send that to Bill 
down the way.” Then Bill sends it to George, who sends it 
to Tom, and sooner or later this person’s whole life has been 
seen by all of these other people. 


Snowden told The Guardian he is seeking foundation money for 
his encryption project. 
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INSIDE TRACK 


Obama Signs Ban on LGBT Discrimination 


bidding both federal agencies and companies that contract 

with the federal government from discriminating against 
employees on the basis of sexual orientation or “gender identity.” 
Officials said the change for federal contracting will impact some 
30,000 companies with 28 million workers, or one-fifth of the 
U.S. workforce. 

“T firmly believe that it’s time to address this injustice for every 
American,” Obama told a group of LGBT activists gathered in 
the East Room of the White House. “We’re on the right side of 
history,” he added. 

The order will protect employees who are lesbian, gay, bisex- 
ual, or transgender, described by the New York Times as a “cru- 
cial Democratic constituency.” In the wake of the June Supreme 
Court ruling upholding on religious grounds the right of privately 
held companies to exemptions from ObamaCare’s “contraceptive 
mandate,” the president appears to be inviting further litigation, 
since the new executive order will not make exceptions for re- 
ligious organizations that contract with the federal government. 

The order is also likely to bring another charge in the lawsuit 
being prepared by House Speaker John Boehner (R-Ohio) against 
the administration for attempting to bypass Congress to enact by 
executive order initiatives the legislative branch won’t pass. 

Earlier this year, Obama ordered an increase in the hourly 
minimum wage, from $7.25 to $10.10, for employees of federal 
agencies and contractors after the House refused to pass the same 
increase for all minimum-wage employees. 

Boehner and House Republicans have also charged Obama with 
usurping legislative authority by unilaterally altering portions of 
the Affordable Care Act (ObamaCare) and suspending enactment 
of the nation’s immigration laws to prevent deportation of people 
who were brought here illegally as children prior to 2002. The pres- 
ident has frequently expressed his frustration with Congress for 
refusing to act on proposed “comprehensive immigration reform.” 

The new “anti-discrimination” order will be the latest in a se- 
ries of executive actions based on the president’s pledge to ad- 
vance by “pen and phone” initiatives Congress refuses to enact. 


Prise Obama signed an executive order on July 21 for- 


“With the strokes of a pen, the president will have a very real 
and immediate impact on the lives of millions of L.G.B.T. people 
across the country,” Chad Griffin, the president of the Human 
Rights Campaign, said in a statement on July 18 in anticipation 
of Obama signing the order. 

“We’re so proud today of the decision made by the Obama ad- 
ministration to resist the calls by a small number of right-wing 
conservatives to insert religious exemptions into civil rights pro- 
tections,” said Heather Cronk, director of a group called Get Equal. 

Other individuals and groups were not cheering. Galen Carey, 
vice president of government relations for the National Associa- 
tion of Evangelicals, predicted the executive order would lead 
to a long and expensive legal fight. “It would be better if the 
president could provide leadership that promotes tolerance all 
the way around, rather than use the force of the state,” he told 
the Times July 18. 

White House officials said the president’s action would amend 
two executive orders, one signed by President Lyndon Johnson in 
1965 that prohibits federal contractors from discriminating based 
on race, religion, gender, or nationality in hiring. The other order, 
signed by President Richard Nixon in 1969, added disability to 
those categories. President Clinton amended that order to include 
sexual orientation. Obama’s order will add gender identity and 
require the Labor Department to carry out the order. The change 
is expected to become effective early next year. 

The new order will not affect President George W. Bush’s 2002 
amendment to Johnson’s order, allowing religious groups to em- 
ploy only those of their own religion or religious denomination, 
the officials said. This could essentially create a loophole in the 
mandate, since a specific religion could be opposed to homo- 
sexual or transgender behavior. 

However, faith-based groups that are not denomination-specif- 
ic will have no such recourse. “And so Christian and other reli- 
gious groups that receive federal money to do things like feed the 
poor will have to decide between Christ and Caesar,” wrote the 
American Conservative s Rod Dreher ina July 18 article entitled 
“Obama to Religious ‘Bigots’: Drop Dead.” 

As Ryan T. Anderson wrote for nationalreview.com on July 21, 


Today’s order treats conscientious judgments about behav- 
ior as if they were insidious acts of discrimination akin to 
racism or sexism. But sexual orientation and gender identity 
are not like race. Indeed, sexual orientation and gender iden- 
tity are unclear, ambiguous terms. They can refer to volun- 
tary behaviors as well as thoughts and inclinations, and it 
is reasonable for employers to make distinctions based on 
actions. By contrast, “race” and “sex” clearly refer to traits, 
and in the overwhelming majority of cases, these traits (un- 
like voluntary behaviors) do not affect fitness for any job. 


“The march to progress continues,” wrote Dreher. “Traditional 
religious believers are pushed ever more fully out of the public 
square. Your president, speaking on behalf of your government, 
thinks you are too tainted by bigotry to be trusted with govern- 
ment contracts.” Hi 
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Homeschoolers Won’t Be Able to Avoid Common Core 

“Even home schooling may not help if colleges all convert to the new 
testing standards based on Common Core guidelines. The tests are 
what drive curricula, and home school curricula will need to adapt 
to the new tests in order for the students to be admitted to college.” 
Eagle Forum President Phyllis Schlafly has been monitoring declin- 
ing educational performance in America for decades. 


Iraqi Christians Flee Their Homes as Militant Islamists Move In 
“T went to the Islamic State religious court to make sure that [their 
demands were authentic] and the man there told me that I should 
leave my house, car, money and properties behind. All that I want is 
to return to the city that I grew up in and that I still have nice memo- 
ries of. I have strong faith that we will return sooner or later because 
the cruel rule of Islamic State will not last forever.” 
Forty-five-year-old retired army officer Maan Abou, a Christian, was forced to abandon his small 
business and home with his wife and four children as Islamists took 
control of Mosul and gave Christians three choices: become follow- 
ers of Mohammed, pay a huge fine and live as slaves, or face execu- 
tion. During July 2014, for the first time in 1,600 years, no Catholic 
Masses were celebrated in Mosul, a Catholic enclave within Iraq that 
has existed in peace for many centuries. 


Phyllis 
Schlafly 


Prominent Neoconservative Continues 

the Call for America to Police the World 

“How about sanctions that would hit Putin as an individual, their 
energy sector, their banking sector? The Europeans are never going 
to lead on this issue; it is indispensable that America lead.” 

Stating that he also wanted the United States to supply arms to the 
Lindsey Ukrainian government, Senator Lindsey Graham (R-S.C.) adhered 
Graham to the neoconservative policy that would have the United States ever 
more deeply involved in international matters. 


Iraqi Army Seems to Be No Match for Islamists 

“We have old weapons and not enough ammunition. Sometimes they give us ammunition but mostly 
we buy our own, and it is getting more expensive as the war goes on.” 

A volunteer seeking to block the militant Islamists from taking control of Baghdad, Abdullah Hussain 
has to pay $1.60 per bullet in a seemingly hopeless effort. 


His Joke Backfired as Malaysian Airliner Is Destroyed 
“Should it disappear, this is what it looked like.” 
Referring to last year’s missing Malaysian plane, Malaysia Airlines Flight 17 passenger Cor Schilder 
took a picture of the ill-fated plane taking him and a friend away for 
a vacation. He then sent the photo and the above message to friends 
before the plane took off. 


ISIS Leader Makes Rare Appearance in a Video Message 

“Do jihad in the cause of God. Incite the believers and be patient in 
the face of hardship. If you knew about the reward and dignity in this 
world and the hereafter through jihad, then none of you would delay 
in doing it.” 

Declaring the intention to establish a Muslim caliphate in the region 
and urging Muslims to join in its formation, Abu Bakr al-Baghdadi 
spoke from the Great Mosque in Mosul after his forces had overrun 
the northern Iraqi city. The U.S. government has offered a reward of , 
$10 million for information leading to his capture. Abu Bakr al- 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS Baghdad} 
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Tribal and federal government entities are working to seize land and power from U.S. 
citizens, ironically hurting most Indians on reservations, as well as other, ordinary folk. 


by Alex Newman 


any of Doug Thompson’s con- 
stituents are nervous. Some are 
angry. More still are confused. 


The soft-spoken Wyoming cattle rancher 
has been ranching in vast Fremont County 
since 1970, and has been on the County 
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Commission for 14 years, serving as the 
chair for a decade now. Despite the bru- 
tal winters, it is a quiet and beautiful area, 
where hard-working descendants of pio- 
neers, alongside Native Americans, have 
eked out a meager living from the land 
for over a century, mostly in agriculture, 
tourism, and energy. Slightly more than 


40,000 people live there, spread out across 
a county that is about the size of Vermont. 

Thompson’s ranch, located some 45 
miles from the local Indian reservation, 
is not in jeopardy right now. But the same 
cannot be said, at least not with any degree 
of certainty, for the rights of thousands of 
other citizens in the area, whose businesses, 
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lands, self-government, access to water, and 
potentially even livelihoods may be under 
threat — at least if the Obama administra- 
tion and its increasingly lawless Environ- 
mental Protection Agency get their way. 

In December, defying established fed- 
eral law and multiple U.S. court rulings, 
unelected bureaucrats at the EPA made 
Fremont County perhaps the most high- 
profile battleground in a quiet but disturb- 
ing assault taking place across much of the 
nation. Working with other departments, 
the EPA unilaterally purported to place 
the city of Riverton, Wyoming, inside the 
nearby Indian reservation’s boundaries — 
and more importantly, under the jurisdic- 
tion of tribal authorities for the Wind River 
Indian tribes. At least two smaller towns, 
Kinnear and Pavillion, were also decreed 
by the EPA to be within tribal borders. 

Riverton is the largest town in Fremont 
County, home to more than one-fourth of 
the population and serving as the economic 
hub for the region. In 1905, Native Ameri- 
cans were paid and Congress passed a law 
opening up parts of the area to settlers, 
decreasing the size of the vast Indian res- 
ervation. By most accounts, relations be- 
tween Native Americans and other county 
residents had generally been peaceful and 
friendly. As the federal government and 
the tribal governments it funds team up 
against non-tribal members, though, ten- 
sions are reportedly rising. 

The boundary dispute that recently 
made headlines across America with the 
EPA ruling has been simmering quietly 
under the surface for years. Wyoming of- 
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ficials and experts say Congress settled the 
question more than a century ago — along 
with the courts in subsequent rulings. But 
the Obama administration, apparently not 
agreeing with the law or the courts, handed 
over more than a million additional acres 
and three non-Indian towns to the tribes 
with a simple decree. 

“My contention is that this is a congres- 
sional call,” says Thompson, the rancher 
and County Commission chair. “It seems 
like under this current administration, they 
are trying to do all these things administra- 
tively, which is totally inappropriate. It’s 
not up to a political regime to do this. It’s 
a basic philosophical problem. The EPA 
should not be re-defining boundaries or 
subjecting citizens to a government that 
they have no formal say in — voting, ac- 
cess, and so on.” 

In an interview with THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN, Thompson explained that there has 
been a longtime effort by the tribal gov- 
ernments to reestablish the old boundar- 
ies of the reservation. Using litigation, 
for example, the federally funded tribal 
authorities — flush with federally granted 
casino-monopoly cash and U.S. taxpayer 
funds — have tried to establish jurisdic- 


Fremont County Commission Chair Doug 
Thompson, a rancher, speaks during a Citizens 
Equal Rights Alliance (CERA) meeting about 
the EPA ruling that put three Wyoming towns 
inside an Indian reservation. 


tion over the land and its non-Indian in- 
habitants, too. Those efforts failed. How- 
ever, following the lead of other Native 
American governments across the coun- 
try, tribal leaders in Fremont County tried 
a new tactic. 

According to an analysis of government 
documents, the EPA decision stemmed 
from a 2008 request by the Wind River In- 
dian tribes to obtain “treatment as a state” 
(TAS) or “treatment similar to a state” 
(TSTS) under federal environmental regu- 
latory schemes. In this case, it was done via 
an amendment to the Clean Air Act, which 
purports to impose EPA mandates on state 
governments. Once approved, the EPA 
ruling TAS allows tribal authorities to be 
“treated as a state” for regulatory purposes. 
That means tribal authorities can receive 
even more federal taxpayer dollars under 
the guise of implementing and enforcing 
various EPA regulations, which normally 
would be handled by the state government. 

If the federal government and the tribal 
governments it funds succeed in Fremont 
County, everything from water rights and 
air quality to land use — in some cases even 
50 miles beyond whatever the reservation 
boundary is determined to be — could be 
regulated by tribal authorities, over whom 
non-tribal members have no vote. For now, 
state and local officials have been instruct- 
ed by the governor to continue operating as 
usual while the state government prepares 
to battle the Obama administration in court. 

Among other major problems, the EPA 
ruling, made in consultation with the 
Obama administration’s Department of 
Interior and the Justice Department, might 
even make the city of Riverton ineligible 
for many state and local services, includ- 
ing law enforcement and emergency re- 


Working with other departments, the EPA unilaterally 
purported to place the city of Riverton, Wyoming, 
inside the nearby Indian reservation’s boundaries — 
and more importantly, under the jurisdiction of tribal 
authorities for the Wind River Indian tribes. 
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Among other major problems, the EPA ruling, made 
in consultation with the Obama administration’s 
Department of Interior and the Justice Department, 
might even make the city of Riverton ineligible 

for many State and local services, including law 
enforcement and emergency response. 


sponse. It also raises numerous concerns 
over taxation, regulation, permitting, and 
a wide range of other issues involving ju- 
risdiction, officials and experts say. Even 
tribe members convicted of crimes in state 
courts may be able to challenge the state’s 
jurisdiction because they can claim the 
crimes they committed were perpetrated 
on the Indian reservation under tribal ju- 
risdiction; in fact, it’s already happening. 
Under the arrangement prior to the 
EPA’s ruling, the Indian reservation was 
under tribal jurisdiction, along with any 
lands held in federal trust for the tribes 
outside the formal reservation boundaries. 
The federal Bureau of Indian Affairs and 
other agencies handle much of the gov- 
ernance, despite claims of tribal “sover- 
eignty” parroted by the feds and the tribes. 
Non-members of the tribes, meanwhile, 
were subject to state and local authorities 
such as the sheriff and state regulators. 
“What this would do is put Riverton, 
the irrigation districts, and the main non- 
tribal areas — those are state, county, 
and municipal jurisdictions — under the 
tribes’ governments. They could assert 
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significant jurisdiction, up to and includ- 
ing taxation and regulation,” Thompson 
said. “That doesn’t mean if the EPA de- 
cision stands, that would happen, but in 
other states that has happened. The tribes 
say, ‘We’re not gonna do that right now.’ 
Well, maybe they aren’t going to now, but 
all they have to do is go to court and say 
this is their jurisdiction.” 

When the EPA decision was first an- 
nounced, Thompson explained, many 
county residents were confused and 
frightened. “The first question that came 
out was, ‘What is the security of the deeds 
to our property?’” he said. “The answer is 
that, if you own the property, you still own 
it. The difference will be in how you can 
use your property.” And that difference, of 
course, is crucial, since property could be 
useless if it cannot be freely used. 

“If you bring another governmental ju- 
risdiction into the mix — say there were 
permitting regulations exerted — then 
you'd have to get a tribal permit as well,” 
the commission chair explained. “Now 
that hits on the foundational problem in 
this whole deal: You are subjecting non- 


tribal members to a governmental entity 
that they have absolutely no say in, be- 
cause they are not tribal members. You’re 
totally subject to a tribal government au- 
thority that you have no say in. You can’t 
vote for the leaders. If they don’t want to 
meet you, they just shut down the meeting. 
That’s the crux of this whole thing.” 

“The non-tribe members are greatly 
concemed,” Thompson said of county 
residents. “Citizens are nervous about 
what this means — they’re hearing a 
lot of mixed messages. They hear from 
tribal members ‘we’re gonna take your 
land back, we’re gonna regulate you out 
of business,’ so they’re justifiably con- 
cerned.” Even the mayor of Riverton says 
he has received similar threats. 


State-level Resistance 

In Wyoming, the deeply controversial 
executive-branch machinations that pur- 
ported to place Riverton, Kinnear, and 
Pavillion inside tribal boundaries have 
sparked a massive outcry among residents 
and state officials, with Wyoming Gov- 
ernor Matt Mead and his administration 
vowing to fight back. 

“My deep concern is about an adminis- 
trative agency of the federal government 
altering a state’s boundary and going 
against over 100 years of history and law,” 
the governor added in a statement. “This 
should be a concern to all citizens because, 
if the EPA can unilaterally take land away 
from a state, where will it stop?” The gov- 
ernor also thanked the Wyoming attorney 


Federal funds, federal control, federal failure: As those for Indian reservations 
under federally funded tribal governments nationwide, statistics for life on the Wind 
River Reservation in Fremont County paint a grim picture of unemployment, crime, and 


hopelessness. 
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Commanding unlawfulness: Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) boss Gina McCarthy has 
presided over the radical and fast-accelerating weaponization of the agency in its war on liberty 


and the U.S. Constitution. 


general and his staff for urgently preparing 
a thorough review of the historical record 
on the issue. “This analysis shows how 
flawed the EPA was in its legal justifica- 
tion for its decision,” Mead said, adding 
that all avenues would be pursued. “The 
federal government clearly had a predeter- 
mined outcome it sought to uphold.” 

In a petition to EPA bosses asking the 
agency to reconsider and stay its decision, 
Wyoming Attorney General Peter Michael 
said the Obama administration’s scheme 
depends on “a host of faulty factual and 
legal conclusions.” The document cites a 
broad range of statutes, treaties, and court 
decisions, arguing that the EPA essential- 
ly cherry-picked arguments in a manner 
“more akin to advocacy” to reach a deter- 
mination that is simply “wrong.” The at- 
torney general said that the decision would 
strip the state of its sovereign right to exer- 
cise jurisdiction over lands “rightly within 
its control” and that it must be overturned 
— or at least delayed until the courts can 
review it. “A failure to do so will likely lead 
to civil and criminal jurisdictional turmoil, 
irreparably harming the public interest,” he 
warned, echoing widespread concerns. 

Wyoming’s entire delegation to the U.S. 
Congress has also expressed deep con- 
cerns, with Senator John Barrasso blasting 
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the Obama administration for again think- 
ing it “can ignore the law of the land when 
it suits their agenda.” 


EPA and the Tribes 

The federal government has been suspi- 
ciously quiet since dropping the bomb- 
shell on Wyoming in December. The 
agency did eventually stay its decision 
as the legal battle in the U.S. 10th Circuit 
Court of Appeals proceeds. Some analysts 
expect that litigation to eventually end up 
before the Supreme Court. 

Tribal leaders, on the other hand, have 
responded to the growing uproar across 
the state — and even the nation — in a 
variety of ways, particularly by trying to 
downplay fears and attack critics. As has 
become typical, tribal officials were quick 
to suggest that opposition to the EPA de- 
cision and the tribal governments’ actions 
may be based on “racism.” Ironically, even 
the mere suggestion that everyone should 
be treated equally under the law regardless 
of race is often met with howls of “racism” 
from powerful tribal leaders rolling in fed- 
eral taxpayer dollars and revenue gener- 
ated from casino monopolies (granted to 
tribal governments by the 1988 Indian 
Gaming Regulatory Act). 

In Fremont County, tribal leaders have 


also claimed that they mostly just want 
“clean air,” though they have also be- 
come increasingly bold in discussing the 
“potential” for further jurisdictional is- 
sues that should be “negotiated” rather 
than litigated. Tribal government leaders 
at the reservation were not available for 
comment and did not return phone calls to 
THE NEW AMERICAN by press time. 

When the Citizens Equal Rights Alliance 
(CERA), which supports constitutional 
government, held a convention in River- 
ton about the ongoing issues, tribal lead- 
ers furiously lashed out, even comparing 
the non-profit group to the Ku Klux Klan. 
The establishment media in Wyoming dis- 
gracefully allowed its pages to promote the 
smear. However, group leaders and local 
citizens told THE NEW AMERICAN that the 
attacks were so far detached from reality 
that it was hard to believe the claims were 
even made — much less printed. CERA’s 
previous chair, for example, was a Chero- 
kee Indian, and the group has represented 
Native American tribes whose water rights 
or other protections were under govern- 
ment assault. More than 50 elected officials 
attended CERA’s gathering despite the li- 
belous accusations. 


The Tip of a Dangerous Iceberg 

The Riverton case blew the lid off a phe- 
nomenon that has been proceeding qui- 
etly across the United States for decades. 
It turns out that, despite the lack of press 
coverage, the EPA’s efforts to hand ju- 
risdiction over multiple towns to Indian 
tribes were merely the proverbial tip of 
a gargantuan iceberg. Indeed, from coast 
to coast, multiple federal agencies have 
been working with tribal governments in 
a concerted attack on the U.S. Constitu- 
tion, property rights, self-government, 
water rights, and more. Perhaps the big- 
gest difference in the Wyoming case is that 
state officials — who across America are 
having their campaign coffers stuffed with 
Indian casino cash — actually spoke out, 
and the press reported on it. 

However, it is not the first time that the 
phenomenon attracted at least some de- 
gree of public scrutiny. In fact, the scan- 
dalous federal exploitation of supposed 
Native American “interests” to justify 
power grabs surfaced very briefly over a 
decade ago, when EPA bureaucrats were 
convicted of fraud in mid-2000 in a case 
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Not bought off: Wyoming Governor Matt Mead vowed to fight the EPA’s defiance of federal law 
and court rulings in its decision to massively expand the Wind River Indian Reservation. Most 
politicians quietly ignore the land-grab controversies in their states. 


purporting to grant “Treatment as a State” 
status to three tribal governments in Wis- 
consin. In that instance, two EPA officials 
were busted for falsifying documents in 
a bizarre attempt to justify allowing the 
tribes to regulate water in and around their 
reservations, which would have had night- 
marish implications for the overwhelming 
non-Indian majority in the area. 

“Aside from the poor judgment dis- 
played by some of the key participants in 
this case, another factor influencing de- 
velopments in Region V is EPA’s relation- 
ship with the tribes,” explained Dr. Bonner 
Cohen, now a senior fellow with the Na- 
tional Center for Public Policy Research, 
after the EPA fraud and power grabs were 
exposed and prosecuted. “That relation- 
ship is characterized by an odd mixture of 


intimacy and mutual exploitation that has 
come back to haunt both parties.” 

That case, though, was hardly unique. 
Elaine Willman, who is of Cherokee In- 
dian ancestry, is among a handful of re- 
spected experts who can speak credibly 
on a subject that is deliberately shrouded 
in obscurity and deception — federal In- 
dian policy. Her husband is also of Native 
American ancestry and is even related 
to Sacajawea, the celebrated Indian who 
served on the Lewis and Clark expedition. 

Willman served as the chair of the Citi- 
zens Equal Rights Alliance from 2001 to 
2007 until accepting the position of direc- 
tor of community development and tribal 
affairs with the small Village of Hobart 
in Wisconsin. She still serves on CERA’s 
board and is working on a doctoral degree 


Tribe members convicted of crimes in state Courts 


may be able to challenge the state’s jurisdiction 
because they can claim the crimes they committed 
were perpetrated on the Indian reservation under tribal 
jurisdiction; in fact, its already happening. 
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in federal Indian policy, one of her pas- 
sions and an issue she says requires much 
more attention and some major reforms. 

After traveling across the country to 
visit Indian reservations and conduct in- 
terviews, Willman’s worst suspicions 
were confirmed. The proliferation and 
empowerment of federally funded tribal 
governments, working with the federal 
government itself, threatens the constitu- 
tionally protected rights of all Americans, 
including, ironically, the descendants of 
the original Native Americans. It threatens 
self-government, too, she says. 

In 2005, Willman published a book on 
the subject entitled Going to Pieces: The 
Dismantling of the United States of Amer- 
ica. It is packed with examples of abuses 
stemming from tribal governments in ca- 
hoots with state and federal policymakers. 
America is increasingly being governed 
by tribalism, she says, a system whereby 
federally funded tribal governments work 
with their federal paymasters to attack 
state sovereignty, private property, the 
unalienable rights of non-tribe members 
and Indians, and much more. 

Early on in the book, which recounts 
her 6,000-mile voyage from her native 
Washington State to New York, she de- 
scribes massive land grabs in rural North- 
ern Idaho being facilitated by the EPA, 
the Department of the Interior, and other 
state and federal agencies. Among other 
concerns, she explains that tribal govern- 
ments, with the connivance of state and 
federal officials getting big campaign 
contributions from tribal governments, are 
unilaterally expanding the borders of Indi- 
an reservations far beyond what U.S. law 
permitted. Tribal governments are work- 
ing to exercise jurisdiction over property 
owners whose families have owned the 
land for a century, sometimes even lon- 
ger. The Coeur d’ Alene tribe, for example, 
with help from federal officials, is among 
the tribal governments trying to push out 
the boundaries of the areas they control, 
with everyday citizens and their lawfully 
owned properties in the crosshairs. 

Among those who have been forced to 
deal with the problems are Roger Hardy 
and his wife, Toni, whose grandparents 
lawfully homesteaded their more than 500 
acres of lakeshore land more than a cen- 
tury ago. With help from the EPA, and de- 
spite huge legal costs for the Hardys trying 
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to fight it, the Coeur d’Alene tribal gov- 
ernment was able to acquire control over a 
public “walking trail” through the property 
after a contaminated railroad track fell out 
of use. Tribe members reportedly regular- 
ly enter their private property, sometimes 
damaging it, sometimes shooting guns at 
anything that moves under the guise of 
“ancient hunting rights,” and more. The 
tribe’s actual reservation has been about 
70,000 acres since the late 1800s. Tribal 
authorities, though, with connivance of 
federal and state officials, have been 
working hard to expand its boundaries to 
the former 350,000 acres. That puts Roger 
and Toni’s property — along with many 
others’ — at serious risk. 

Aggressive actions by another tribal 
government in Idaho, the Nez Perce tribe, 
with several thousand enrolled members, 
prompted local authorities from across the 
region to band together in an effort to con- 
tain the tribal government’s claims of pur- 
ported jurisdiction. There, tribal officials 
were trying to extort gargantuan amounts of 
money for “permits” from non-Native resi- 
dents for simple actions such as building 
a school — on non-reservation land — all 
while trying to usurp water rights and more. 

County and local governments there 
were providing virtually all taxpayer- 
funded services to everyone in the central 
Idaho area, including tribe members. Still, 
the tribal government was receiving more 
in federal grants alone than the local and 


district governments were collecting in 
total revenues, combined. The tribal gov- 
ernment was also bringing in big bucks 
from an Indian casino and tax-exempt 
businesses, which have a major advantage 
over non-Indian businesses due to the taxa- 
tion arrangements. The tribal government, 
like others across America, was pouring 
that money into buying up more land, 
hiring lobbyists, funding politicians, and 
employing swarms of attorneys to push its 
goals through litigation in the courts. 
Some of the most alarming tales of joint 
tribal-federal abuse came from Thurston 
County, Nebraska, home to the Omaha 
and Winnebago reservations and numer- 
ous non-Indian farmers whose ancestors 
acquired the land lawfully, often by pur- 
chasing it from Indians. Over a decade 
ago, large swaths of the area, part of EPA 
“Region 7,” were placed under the regula- 
tory jurisdiction of tribal governments on 
everything from pesticides to environmen- 
tal regulations. Non-Indian farmers were 
suddenly faced with a nightmarish situation 
of being governed by federal and Indian au- 
thorities with whom they held no sway. 
Incredibly, tribal law enforcement — 
mostly from the U.S. Bureau of Indian 
Affairs — even began harassing and bru- 
talizing some local farmers. In her book, 
Willman tells the story of the Knecht fam- 
ily, which has farmed the land for four 
generations. In 2004, Kim Knecht, the son, 
was on a tractor in his family’s fields when 


Land transfer: Senator John Barrasso (R-Wy.) and the entire Wyoming congressional delegation 
have blasted the controversial EPA ruling purporting to put three non-Indian towns in Fremont 
County and land equal in size to a small state under tribal government jurisdiction. 
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he spotted three Bureau of Indian Affairs 
(BIA) tribal police cars speeding toward 
him. Apparently the Omaha tribal govern- 
ment had decided that part of the Knechts’ 
lawfully owned farm was actually its prop- 
erty. One of the cars rammed Kim’s tractor 
before a gaggle of tribal cops jumped out 
and dragged him off his vehicle, scraping 
his back in the process. The officers maced 
him, slammed him on the ground, and put 
him in handcuffs. Kim’s frantic wife called 
911 before running toward her husband in 
a panic. She was arrested, too. Kim’s fa- 
ther, Vernon, also ran out and demanded 
that the tribal officers get off his private 
property. After claiming that the land was 
on the “reservation,” they eventually did 
leave, taking Kim with them to a tribal jail 
and charging him with assaulting tribal law 
enforcement, ramming their vehicles, and 
“resisting arrest.” Finally, after thousands 
of dollars squandered on legal fees, Kim 
was cleared of all the bogus charges, and 
a federal judge severely reprimanded the 
tribal cops. However, no charges were ever 
brought against the tribal officers for tres- 
passing, assault, harassment, destruction of 
property, or any other crimes. 

Incredibly, just weeks passed before 
Vernon suffered a similarly traumatic inci- 
dent at the hands of the tribal cops. After 
reluctantly (considering what happened to 
his son) helping his Indian friend feed the 
tribe’s buffalo, Vernon left his tractor on 
the reservation at the request of his friend, 
a member of the tribe. Tribal BIA police 
then went to tow it away. When Vernon 
found out, the 73-year-old went to inves- 
tigate, and sure enough, the officers were 
hauling his machine away. He got out and 
explained the situation to the officers. They 
responded by immediately beating him on 
the head with clubs, throwing him to the 
ground, rubbing his face in the gravel, and 
handcuffing him. Pleading with the offi- 
cers for his heart medication and covered 
in bruises, Vernon was eventually taken 
from the scene to the hospital by paramed- 
ics. It took months for his face to heal. Kim, 
who stayed in the truck at his dad’s request, 
took pictures of the beating, but consider- 
ing his own legal problems with the tribal 
government, he could not do much. Vernon 
was eventually charged with “stealing hay” 
and “trespassing” on Indian land, though 
those trumped up charges were eventu- 
ally dropped as well. “American citizens 
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Two EPA officials were busted for falsifying 
documents in a bizarre attempt to justify allowing 
the tribes to regulate water in and around their 
reservations, which would have had nightmarish 
implications for the overwhelming non-Indian 


majority in the area. 


... don’t have any rights here anymore,” 
then-County Sheriff Charles Obermeyer is 
quoted as saying in Willman’s book. 

Even more worrying at the time, Will- 
man explains, were plans to cross-depu- 
tize tribal enforcers, giving them power to 
enforce state law in addition to tribal law, 
even against non-Indians. 

In Washington State, meanwhile, Will- 
man also found similarly troubling trends. 
To illustrate the lunacy of the EPA “Treat- 
ment as States” policies for Indian tribes 
under the Clean Air Act, for example, she 
used two maps. The first shows the state 
government’s air-quality regions under EPA 
mandates. The second features the areas 
where “Indian air” would be controlled by 
tribal governments — essentially the entire 
state, once the “weighted comment” scheme 
giving them powers over 50 miles outside 
reservations is taken into account. 

“Regulatory control of America’s air 
and water directly impacts America’s 
industries, private sector market places, 
farming, energy and natural resources,” 
Willman explains. “TSTS [Treatment 
Similar to a State] is the stealth bomb 
that has been launched and is heading 
for the target. Highly urbanized areas 
such as Portland, Seattle, and the entire 
West Coast could soon become beholden 
to multiple approvals required by Indian 
tribes in order to open a business or con- 
duct any activity within their jurisdic- 
tions.” Across America, wherever there 
are self-styled “sovereign” tribal govern- 
ments, the threat is there, too. 

The Department of Interior has also been 
plotting to hand over massive swaths of 
public lands to tribal government manag- 
ers. Public spaces deemed to have “special 
geographic, historical, or cultural signifi- 
cance to self-governance tribes,” for ex- 
ample, could eventually be run by tribal 
authorities. Even “close proximity” could 
be enough to let tribal governments take 
over governance of dozens of national 
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parks and “wildlife refuges” across Ameri- 
ca. Willman suggests access to the areas is 
being “systematically” restricted — poten- 
tially even to the point of denying access 
— to everyone except the Native American 
Indian population. In recent years, as just 
one example, tribal governments in South 
Dakota, with full federal connivance, have 
been seeking control over huge swaths of 
the Badlands National Park. Analysts also 
said that plot could set a “precedent” for 
other tribes across America to seize control 
over national parks. However, at least in 
this case, tribal and non-Indian residents 
in the area are resisting the giant land grab 
being cooked up by the tribal governments 
and the federal one. 

In Montana, among the stops on the 
journey, Willman and her colleague, 
Kamie Christensen Biehl, found a wide 
range of problems brought about by joint 
federal-Indian government abuses. Since 
the book was written, the situation has 
only grown worse. As just one example, 
as this article is being written, non-tribal 
members across 11 western Montana 


She’s seen it: Author and federal Indian policy expert Elaine Willman, of Cherokee heritage, says 


counties are being threatened with poten- 
tial ruin through the loss of water rights 
to the Confederated Salish and Kootenai 
Tribes (CSKT). Especially under threat are 
the more than 20,000 non-Native Ameri- 
cans who lawfully own land and property 
in the Flathead Indian reservation, home to 
about 4,000 Indians who are openly seek- 
ing to reclaim all of the land that was sold 
off beginning in the early 1900s. 

On July 8, a busload of non-Native lo- 
cals from the region, along with a caravan 
of cars full of ranchers, descended on Hel- 
ena to testify against the plot to hand over 
control over water to the tribal government 
and its federal “partners” as part of a new, 
perpetual “compact.” If approved, the trib- 
al government would be effectively in full 
control over the property and destinies of 
tens of thousands of non-Native citizens by 
controlling their access to water — perhaps 
the single most essential resource. 

Clarice Ryan, an activist with Con- 
cerned Citizens of Montana working to 
fend off the attack on water rights, told 
THE New AMERICAN that the land grabs 
are “happening nationwide, with the fed- 
eral government using the reservations to 
gain control of land, water, air, and energy. 
I truly believe that what is happening right 
here on our Salish Kootenai Reservation 
could become the pilot program and poster 
child laying the groundwork for the poli- 
cies and political strategies nationwide.” 

The above examples represent but a 
tiny fraction of the abuses perpetrated 
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against citizens of all races by the federal 
government and its dependent so-called 
sovereign tribal governments. While a 
few court rulings have sought to rein in 
some of the wildest abuses — EPA just 
got unanimously smacked down in the 
liberal D.C. Court of Appeals for trying 
to override the government of Oklahoma 
in Indian country and essentially regulate 
dust — the lawlessness is still growing. 


How Did This Happen? 

The hundreds of tribal governments and the 
federal government have developed a sort 
of symbiotic relationship benefiting both 
— atthe expense of the rights of Americans 
and Indians alike. Of course, it is important 
to draw a distinction between tribal gov- 
ernments and Native Americans. Estimates 
suggest just one in five Indians is actually 
registered as part of a tribal government or 
lives on a reservation. While all Indians are 
and have been U.S. citizens for generations, 
only a handful actually willingly subject 
themselves to the rule of federally funded 
tribal governments. 

There are more than 550 officially rec- 
ognized tribal “nations” spread across 
about 30 states. Most of them have a De- 
partment of Interior-approved “constitu- 
tion” under the Indian Reorganization 
Act of 1934, which establishes the tribe’s 
governing system. Once recognized and 
approved, the tribal governments then 
become quasi-dependent “sovereigns,” 
with huge amounts of federal tax dollars 
and supposed “sovereignty” delegated to 
them by the federal government. “It’s all 
a horrible hoax,” Willman told THE NEw 
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AMERICAN in one of a series of extended 
interviews exploring federal Indian policy. 
Of course, the reservation system has, 
by any objective measure, been a miser- 
able failure. As THE NEw AMERICAN has 
documented in the past, statistics for life 
in Indian country paint a grim tale of alco- 
holism, violence, drug abuse, broken fam- 
ilies, dependence, poverty, abuse, suicide, 
lack of education, and a general feeling of 
hopelessness. Many tribal leaders benefit 
from the system, of course, but for mem- 
bers, generally speaking at least, misery 
reigns across most of Indian country. 

“This establishment thrives because of 
the perverted interpretation of sovereignty. 
The Indian establishment — I’m talking 
about tribal government and the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs — wield a lot of power in 
Washington,” Faron Iron, a member of the 
Crow tribe who has served on the tribe’s 
executive committee but disagreed with 
the tribal government’s policies, is quoted 
as saying in Willman’s book. “They pur- 
port to be Indian experts and they speak 
for the common Indian, but it isn’t so. 
They protect the system itself, which ben- 
efits them. As far as people, they merely 
serve as Statistics to qualify for funds or 
whatever else they need. The people are 
basically to be used, is what it is.” 

But how did the accelerating joint 
tribal-federal assaults on liberty, prop- 
erty, and self-government come about? 
Willman says one of the key tools is the 
exploitation of guilt. As documented in in- 
numerable history books, the descendants 
of Europeans who arrived in America 
over hundreds of years were often bru- 


Federally funded tribal governments, which 
the feds and the tribes falsely claim are 
“sovereign,” run law-enforcement programs 
that often have very negative consequences for 
Indians and non-Natives alike. 


tal toward Native Americans, as was the 
federal government. While few living 
Americans today participated in histori- 
cal atrocities against Indians, a feeling of 
collective guilt still pervades the culture. 
This is a crucial weapon in allowing the 
federal government and its Indian govern- 
ment “partners” to run roughshod over the 
rights of Americans with little protest or 
media coverage. “They have abused white 
guilt,” Willman explains. 

Another key tool is the deluge of cash 
facilitated by the feds. “You can time the 
explosion and the abuse of Indian policy 
to the emergence of federal casino mo- 
nopolies in 1988,” Willman explained. “As 
soon as that act passed, that money truly 
did start buying up the political process, 
and that is when the abuse really blew 
up, you can trace it. Before that, there had 
been a live-and-let-live atmosphere be- 
tween communities. That was the tipping 
point — these gaming tribes started getting 
mega-wealthy. The money was intended to 
improve the lives of people on the reserva- 
tions, but it has not done so. It’s just money 
for the tribal leaders and political contribu- 
tions. That financial leverage really ties in 
with the expanded symbiotic relationship.” 

After visiting nine reservations, Will- 
man summarized the process that occurs: 
“A tribe gets a casino(s); a tribe buys po- 
litical and legal power; surrounding coun- 
ties, towns and citizens are bullied; a tribe 
buys or economically forces out landown- 
ers/businesses; elected officials get quiet, 
or get purchased; non-tribal lands and 
economies dwindle quickly; thousands of 
American citizens lose — sometimes ev- 
erything; tribalism as a governing system” 
then eventually replaces self-government. 

It is also important to understand how 
these reservations function economically 
— much more akin to central planning 
and socialism than to American notions 
of free markets. The tribal government 
largely controls jobs, the economy, the 
distribution of federal tax dollars, and 
more. “Centralizing and expanding the 
power of the federal government in vari- 
ous states over citizens, and spreading 
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Happy with the help they receive? Life on reservations across America stands as a testament 


to the failures of federal Indian policy: Unemployment, violence, suicide, alcoholism, drug abuse, 


obesity, and hopelessness are off the charts. 


socialism — tribal governments — as a 
governing system is a marvelous way to 
domestically undermine the principles of 
our U.S. Constitution,” Willman says. 

Ofcourse, much of the trend is fueled, as 
with most ongoing assaults on freedom, by 
Americans’ own tax dollars and the shroud 
of secrecy that surrounds it all. Willman 
says, for example, the “total power” of 
federal Indian policy is based “entirely 
upon the secrecy and intentional absence 
of studies done, or audits completed.” Con- 
sider President Clinton’s “executive order” 
in 2000 establishing an “Indian Office” in 
every single federal agency. Each of those 
agencies then created financial programs, 
many of which distribute taxpayer funds 
to tribal governments. Before that, most of 
the federal funding went through the Bu- 
reau of Indian Affairs. 

Now, nobody even seems to know how 
much federal largess is flowing to tribal 
governments. When CERA held a confer- 
ence a few years ago in Washington, D.C., 
a keynote speaker was George Skibine, a 
high-ranking BIA official. When asked by a 
CERA board member whether BIA had ever 
audited how much annual funding goes to 
the more than 550 tribal governments, he re- 
portedly responded: “We’ve been unable to 
do that.” Apparently there was one attempt 
to calculate how many federal dollars from 
all agencies are distributed to the tribes, but 
it turned out to be impossible. 

As far as the constitutional authority 
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underpinning the developments, experts 
say it is shrouded in mystery as well. “For 
at least 29 states that host Indian tribes, 
this is death by a thousand slashes over a 
long period of time, to intentionally erode 
state jurisdiction, administrative or regu- 
latory authority within its own boundar- 
ies. The Congressional environmental 
acts of the mid ’70s became a marvelous 
tool,” Willman said. 


Obama Steps Up the War 
As if the problems were not already dan- 
gerous enough, the current administra- 
tion is stepping up the federal exploita- 
tion of Native Americans in its effort to 
“fundamentally transform” the United 
States. In June, for example, Obama and 
his wife visited the Standing Rock Sioux 
Tribal Nation in North Dakota to tout 
his accomplishments and his adminis- 
tration’s “partnerships” with American 
Indian tribes. “My administration is de- 
termined to partner with tribes,” Obama 
boasted at the summit. “It takes place 
every day on just about every issue that 
touches your lives.” 

Before the gathering, Obama published 
a June 5 op-ed in Indian Country Today 
boasting of his efforts and promising more 
to come. “As president, I’ve worked closely 
with tribal leaders, and I’ve benefited great- 
ly from their knowledge and guidance,” 
he said. “That’s why I created the White 
House Council on Native American A ffairs 


— to make sure that kind of partnership is 
happening across the federal government.” 

The powerful council was created by an 
“executive order” last year. The purpose 
of the order, according to the document it- 
self, was to “promote and sustain prosper- 
ous and resilient Native American tribal 
governments.” While UN agreements on 
indigenous populations were not men- 
tioned, the controversial decree incorpo- 
rated more than a few elements of global 
schemes currently being used worldwide 
that will be addressed further down. 

Tribal government leaders were happy 
about Obama and his efforts, too. “The 
best thing that’s happened to Indian Coun- 
try has been President Obama being elect- 
ed,” claimed Dave Archambault II, chair- 
man of Standing Rock. Ironically, though, 
the reservation Obama visited is itself a 
testament to the utter devastation wrought 
by federal Indian policy. Despite a feder- 
ally granted casino monopoly, almost half 
of the Indians there live in poverty. About 
50 percent drop out of high school. An 
estimated 86 percent of the tribe’s mem- 
bers are unemployed. Alcoholism, obesity, 
sexual violence, crime, and suicide rates 
are off the charts. On other reservations, 
the numbers are even grimmer. 

The Obama administration even hosts 
annual summits for tribal government 
leaders in Washington, D.C., to meet with 
top White House officials. Obama has 
also taken steps to increase “tribal sover- 
eignty” at the expense of state officials by, 
for example, allowing tribal governments 
to bypass governors and apply directly for 
federal emergency and economic develop- 
ment “grants.” 

All across the Obama administration, 
departments are working with Indian 
governments on deeply controversial 
programs that have flown largely under 
the radar. The Justice Department, for 
example, recently established a perma- 
nent “office of tribal justice.” Under an 
agreement reached amid a lawsuit, the 
Department of the Interior is now spend- 
ing billions of dollars buying up land to 
put in “trust” for various Indian tribes. 
Obama is also in the process of relaxing 
the requirements to become a “tribe” and 
begin receiving federal handouts and vast 
new regulatory powers to assault prop- 
erty rights, state sovereignty, and the U.S. 
Constitution. Hi 
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Obama’s EPA 


Weapon of Choice in UN-backed War on Freedom 


The UN makes itself out to be the planet's savior, but it’s 
not looking out for the poor or unimportant people. Around 
the world it’s dispossessing people of their property. 


by Alex Newman 


he exploitation of Native Ameri- 
cans to seize more power and land 
is not just a domestic issue — ei- 
ther in origin or scope. In February 2013, 
THE NEw AMERICAN magazine ran an arti- 
cle headlined “Exploiting Indians to Seize 
Land,” detailing elements of the planetary 
phenomenon. In 2006, after decades of ne- 
gotiations, the dictator-dominated United 
Nations “Human Rights Council” adopted 
the so-called UN Declaration on the Rights 
of Indigenous Peoples. It was approved by 
the despot-controlled UN General Assem- 
bly the next year. 

At first, just four national governments 
— Australia, Canada, the United States, 
and New Zealand — opposed the radical 
plot. All four eventually caved in. There 
was good reason to be skeptical, though. 
Article 26 of the document, for example, 
purports to mandate the recognition and 
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return of indigenous peoples’ lands that 
are now lawfully owned by other citizens. 
“Indigenous peoples have the right to the 
lands, territories and resources which they 
have traditionally owned, occupied or oth- 
erwise used or acquired,” the document 
states, a position that several governments 
criticized when refusing to support the 
declaration. Considering the fact that Na- 
tive Americans once “owned, occupied or 
otherwise used” virtually the entire Ameri- 
can landmass, the radical implications of 
the agreement can hardly be emphasized 
strongly enough. 

In Article 29, the document lays out a 
plot that bears remarkable similarities and 
parallels to the ongoing federal regulatory 
assaults under the guise of “Indian sover- 
eignty” taking place across America. The 
article states that national governments 
“shall establish and implement” so-called 
environmental protection and conserva- 
tion schemes on Indian lands — two of the 
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Let’s make a deal! The UN is exploiting 
indigenous peoples around the world in its war 
on property rights, national sovereignty, and 
individual liberty — very often at the expense 
of Natives themselves. 


key mechanisms exploited by opponents 
of private property, economic develop- 
ment, and national sovereignty to infringe 
on individual rights. How national regula- 
tions and supposed Indian “sovereignty” 
can coexist is never made clear. The EPA 
and other federal agencies, though, are 
working away “establishing and imple- 
menting” alleged “environmental” and 
“conservation” schemes in Indian country 
and beyond with the bought-and-paid-for 
collaboration of federally funded tribal 
governments. 

Obama publicly announced that his ad- 
ministration was supporting the UN decla- 
ration at the end of 2010. Now, despite the 
fact that the U.S. Senate never ratified the 
agreement, Obama is apparently working 
to implement it — and doing so openly. 
“The United States intends to continue 
to work so that the laws and mechanisms 
it has put in place to recognize existing, 
and accommodate the acquisition of addi- 
tional, land, territory, and natural resource 
rights under U.S. law function properly 
and to facilitate, as appropriate, access 
by indigenous peoples to the traditional 
lands, territories and natural resources in 
which they have an interest,” a State De- 
partment statement about the UN deal ac- 
knowledged. 

According to the announcement, the 
Obama administration had already ac- 
quired more than 34,000 acres of land for 
Indians — a 225 percent increase from 
2006. 

The UN, though, wants still more, even 
making the Obama administration’s an- 
tics seem tame by comparison. In 2012, 
for example, the UN “Special Rappor- 
teur on the Rights of Indigenous People,” 
James Anaya, claimed that Americans 
should return vast tracts of land to Native 
Americans — including the iconic Mount 
Rushmore in South Dakota. Such a move, 
he claimed, would help put the U.S. gov- 
ernment closer into compliance with the 
so-called UN Declaration on the Rights of 
Indigenous Peoples. 

Americans may already be suffering, 
but a brief look at “indigenous” devel- 
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opments in Brazil paints a potentially 
far more horrifying future for the United 
States if the schemes are not reined in. As 
THE NEW AMERICAN reported in the Febru- 
ary 2013 article, federal troops in Brazil 
wearing UN logos, acting under executive 
decrees from “former” communist terror- 
ist President Dilma Rousseff, were caught 
evicting entire towns at gunpoint. “Where 
are we going to stay? Where are we going 
to live? What are we going to live off of? 
What are we going to eat going forward?” 
wondered a tearful girl outside one of the 
town’s two schools in a TV interview. 
“[T’ve lived here all my 17 years and I’m 
not leaving.” Local property owner Paulo 
Gongalves, whose land was expropriated 
during the evictions, blasted the schemes 
in a phone interview with THE NEW AMER- 
ICAN. “What’s happening here is a great 
injustice being perpetrated by Dilma’s 
government,” Goncalves said. “They are 
throwing all of those poor families out on 
the street.... There are now more than 350 
families living in just one school, with all 
of their belongings, they have no place to 
go, nothing.” 

The atrocities against non-Indians were 
being perpetrated under the fraudulent 
guise of returning land to a small band 
of Indians. Many members of that tribe, 


though, openly admitted, as the Brazilian 
government did on multiple occasions, 
that the territory had never been theirs to 
begin with. Still, the scheme is all taking 
place as the Brazilian executive-branch 
regime unilaterally implements the UN 
agreement without so much as ratifica- 
tion by the Congress. Similar trends are 
unfolding in free nations worldwide. 

The UN Agenda 21 “sustainable de- 
velopment” scheme, which has been 
covered extensively in these pages, also 
focuses on how native populations will 
be exploited for the war on property 
rights, national sovereignty, free mar- 
kets, and more. Chapter 26 of the mas- 
sive document is entitled “Recognizing 
and Strengthening the Role of Indigenous 
People and Their Communities.” In the 
section, the UN states: “In view of the 
interrelationship between the natural en- 
vironment and its sustainable develop- 
ment and the cultural, social, economic 
and physical well-being of indigenous 
people, national and international efforts 
to implement environmentally sound 
and sustainable development should 
recognize, accommodate, promote and 
strengthen the role of indigenous people 
and their communities.” 

Like the UN agreement on indigenous 


Article 26 of the document, for example, purports to 
mandate the recognition and return of indigenous 
peoples’ lands that are now lawfully owned by other 


citizens. 
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peoples, Agenda 21 has never been rati- 
fied by the U.S. Senate as required by 
the U.S. Constitution, yet it is still being 
implemented across the country. Indeed, 
reading through the relevant section of 
Agenda 21 and comparing it to U.S. policy 
development vis-a-vis Indians, it is clear 
that the UN plot has had a major impact 
on federal policy. Even Bureau of Land 
Management “Resource Management 
Plans” in areas with no Indians at all are 
now bringing in the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs as a “partner.” Agenda 21’s Chapter 
26 explains in its “objectives” section that, 
in “full partnership with indigenous peo- 
ple and their communities,” governments 
and intergovernmental organizations such 
as the UN should establish “arrangements 
to strengthen the active participation of 
indigenous people and their communities 
in the national formulation of policies, 
laws and programmes relating to resource 
management.” It also calls for the involve- 
ment of “indigenous people and their com- 
munities at the national and local levels 
in resource management and conservation 
strategies.” There are countless similar 
examples. 

Outside of America, totalitarian gov- 
ernments are also seizing on the UN “in- 
digenous” schemes to advance what they 
refer to as a “New World Order.” At a 
June G-77 plus China summit in Boliv- 
ia, more than 130 national governments 
— including many of the most barbaric 
communist and Islamist regimes on the 
planet — signed a declaration entitled 
“Toward a New World Order to Live 
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Well.” The radical document, in addition 
to calling for a centrally planned global 
government and massive wealth redis- 
tribution, placed a large emphasis on the 
role of tribal governments in bringing 
about their nightmarish vision. “We stress 
the importance of indigenous peoples in 
the achievement of sustainable develop- 
ment,” the declaration said, with “sus- 
tainable development” being the unifying 
theme behind their so-called New World 
Order. The word “indigenous” appears 
more than 25 times in the document. 

At the UN, of course, a wide range of 
other pretexts is also being used to ad- 
vance an agenda that is deeply and openly 
hostile to property rights — with Agenda 
21 and “sustainable development” among 
the key mechanisms. The ultimate goals, 
however, regardless of what pretext is 
used, have already been made perfectly 
clear by the UN itself. In its Habitat I 
Conference Report, for example, the 
UN claimed: “[Land] cannot be treated 
as an ordinary asset, controlled by indi- 
viduals and subject to the pressures and 
inefficiencies of the market. Private land 
ownership is also a principal instrument 
of accumulation and concentration of 
wealth and therefore contributes to social 
injustice; if unchecked, it may become a 
major obstacle in the planning and im- 
plementation of development schemes... 
Public control of land use is therefore in- 
dispensable.” 
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The Broader War on 

America, Starring EPA 

Beyond Riverton and Wyoming (see ar- 
ticle on page 10), the EPA scheme is just 
a small part of the growing UN-linked as- 
saults being witnessed across the United 
States and the world. However, it illus- 
trates some key principles. “It’s interest- 
ing that it was the EPA which imposed this 
taking,” explained Tom DeWeese, chief 
of the pro-property rights and pro-nation- 
al sovereignty American Policy Center 
(APC). “Throughout U.S. history deal- 
ings with the Indian tribes has been mostly 
through the Department of Interior. With 
the EPA’s involvement, Americans need 
to understand the true revolution that is 
changing our country under the excuse of 
environmental protection and in the name 
of globalism.” 

The EPA, continued DeWeese in com- 
ments to THE NEW AMERICAN, “has be- 
come Obama’s sledgehammer to enforce 
most of his changes in America.” Among 
other targets, he said, the environmental 
agency “is being used to destroy industry, 
enforce controls over energy and water, 
stop development, and destroy the exis- 
tence of private property rights in Amer- 
ica.” Now, “it is being used to actually 
eliminate the very fact of national or state 
sovereignty.” 

Speaking of the UN Indians agreement 
signed by Obama and other national gov- 
ernments, DeWeese said that it was impor- 
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Trashy behavior: Sporting UN logos on their uniforms and equipment, federal troops in Brazil 
wiped whole towns off the map at gunpoint under the guise of “returning” the land to Natives 


whose ancestors never lived there. 
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tant to understand the broader context and 
mindset behind the schemes. To truly grasp 
what the treaty is designed to do, the APC 
chief offered a variety of globalist quotes. 
The UN’s own “Commission on Global 
Governance” made that clear as well: 
“The concept of national sovereignty has 
been immutable, indeed a sacred principle 
of international relations,” it stated. “It is 
a principle which will yield only slowly 
and reluctantly to the new imperatives of 
global environmental cooperation.” 

“The bottom line is this: the drive to de- 
stroy the sovereignty of the United States 
and that of its individual states is one of 
the most radical concepts in human histo- 
ry,” DeWeese concluded. “Always before, 
the only way to achieve global governance 
was through violence and conquest, usu- 
ally by a power-mad dictator. But today, 
in order to make it happen, the UN’s plan 
is for a nation to voluntarily concede. 
No other president in U.S. history would 
ever have dared take such radical action. 
Barack Obama is dedicated to the plan of 
global governance and is unafraid of mak- 
ing these radical moves. He has no loyalty 
to the United States. He has no notion of 
sovereignty or private property. The EPA 
is his weapon of choice, because it’s ‘glob- 
ally’ and ‘environmentally’ correct.” 


A Pattern of Environmental 
“Protection” Abuse 

Indeed, even a brief review of the EPA’s 
activities — especially recently — would 
make that conclusion hard to escape. For 
example, around the same time the Wyo- 
ming reservation decision was announced 
by the EPA, itself created by an executive 
order, the agency also announced drastic 
new regulations supposedly aimed at re- 
ducing “pollution” from power plants in 
the state, drawing massive outrage. 

This year, the agency continues to spew 
gargantuan amounts of economy- and 
liberty-crushing “regulations,” including 
new schemes that would purport to put 
virtually every body of water under fed- 
eral control — even if it has been dry for 
centuries. That plot has been described by 
lawmakers and analysts as the largest land 
grab in history. 

Separately, the EPA is also under fire 
for radical new decrees that will shut 
down hundreds of power plants across 
America under the guise of fighting 
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“global warming” and “car- 
bon pollution” — also known 
as CO>, or human breath, and 
referred to by scientists as the 
“gas of life.” When Obama 
failed to get his cap-and-trade 
scheme through Congress, he 
simply had his EPA foist it on 
America by decree. 

In July, the EPA announced 
a “regulation” that will allow it 
to plunder Americans’ bank ac- 
counts at will, without so much 
as a court order. If it goes for- 
ward, the EPA would even be 
able to garnish the paychecks 
of anyone it accuses of violat- 
ing its mountains of regulations 
without any semblance of due 
process of law. 

Nationwide, meanwhile, the 
out-of-control agency is fac- 
ing increasing scrutiny after its 
most highly paid bureaucrat and 
chief “global warming” propa- 
gandist was sentenced to prison 
for fraud. Its top bosses were 
also facing multiple accusa- 
tions of criminal activity. More 
recently, a self-styled “Home- 
land Security” unit at the EPA, 
run from the White House, was 
exposed by the agency’s Office 
of the Inspector General trying to cover 
up scandals and prevent investigations. 
The scandals seem to never end, all while 
a complicit Congress continues shower- 
ing taxpayer funds on the rogue agency. 

Other tentacles of the Obama admin- 
istration are engaged in shenanigans that 
fit nicely with the broader agenda, too. 
In November 2013, for example, Interior 
Secretary Sally Jewell brazenly threatened 
that Obama would bypass Congress and 
start seizing even more land under the 
guise of creating “national monuments.” 
“The president will not hesitate,” she told 
the Los Angeles Times last November. “I 
can tell you that there are places that are 
ripe for setting aside, with a tremendous 
groundswell of public support.” Of course, 
the U.S. government already claims own- 
ership over some 650 million acres of land 
— about a third of America’s total land- 
mass. What remains in private hands may 
not be far behind at this rate. 

At the same time, the Obama adminis- 
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Crystal clear warning: Interior Secretary Sally Jewell, in addition to 
exploiting Indians to expand federal power, has openly threatened 
that Obama would use executive decrees to grab more lands. 


tration has been attacking national sover- 
eignty and promoting globalism more than 
any other administration in history. On ev- 
erything from going to war based on UN 
resolutions and boosting the self-styled 
“International Criminal Court” to impos- 
ing dangerous UN agreements without 
ratification and seeking massive budget 
increases for the UN’s “peacekeeping” 
military forces, Obama has gone all out in 
supporting the global outfit. 


Fixing the problems 

Author and federal Indian policy expert 
Elaine Willman, calling the joint tribal- 
federal govern- 
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has some sugges- 
tions for reining 
in the disaster. - 
“The expansion 
of federal agency 


_ indians 
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‘footprints’ escalating federal 
jurisdictional, administrative 
and regulatory authority over 
state lands urgently needs to 
awaken the state governors and 
state legislatures, who seem to 
be the ‘sleeping giants’ these 
days,” she told THE NEw AMER- 
ICAN. However, “none of this 
horrible federal hoax can stand 
the stark sunshine of the U.S. 
Constitution.” 

Unfortunately, she says, 
human nature is such that until 
Americans are personally im- 
pacted by these issues, they 
will likely remain uninformed 
and uninterested. To stop the 
assault will require major edu- 
cational efforts. 

When it comes to tribal gov- 
ernments and reservations, she 
suggests finding a process that 
would transition the tribes into 
a sort of non-profit organiza- 
tion that could govern itself, 
with title for trust lands going 
to the corporation having tribe 
members as shareholders. The 
Amish communities across 
America, she says, offer an ex- 
cellent example of how social 
and cultural groups can keep 
their traditions and lifestyles alive — 
without federal subsidies or special race- 
based treatment, and without infringing 
on the rights of other Americans. 

Of course, the scope of the broader 
problems is enormous — almost too 
vast to comprehend. However, Congress 
could shut it all down easily by simply 
disbanding the EPA, defunding Obama’s 
power grabs, withdrawing from the UN, 
and undoing the disaster that federal In- 
dian policy has become. Without serious 
action to rein in the feds, all Americans, 
including Natives, will end up suffering 
— along with the rest of humanity. 


@ Additional copies of this issue of THE 
NEw AMERICAN are available at quantity- 
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The U.S. government borrows nearly half of what it spends, 
yet it gives billions to countries around the world, though 
foreign aid hasn't led the Third World poor to prosperity. 


by Laurence M. Vance 


ack in 1979, the Department of 
B Education was formed from the 

Department of Health, Educa- 
tion, and Welfare (HEW). But instead of 
shortening the name of the older depart- 
ment to the Department of Health and 
Welfare, it was re-christened the Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services. The 
term “welfare” has since fallen into disuse 
in other areas as well. “Income security,” 
“entitlement,” and “public assistance” are 
now the usual terms for what used to be 
called “welfare” programs. Even the well- 
known food-stamp program has been re- 
named the Supplemental Nutrition Assis- 
tance Program (SNAP). 

But regardless of what they are called, 
federal programs such as SNAP; Head Start; 
Temporary Assistance to Needy Families 
(TANF); Supplemental Security Income 
(SSI); the National School Lunch Program 
(NSLP); Medicaid; the Low Income Home 
Energy Assistance Program (LIHEAP); the 
State Children’s Health Insurance Program 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


(SCHIP); job training; Women, Infants, and 
Children (WIC); and Section 8 rent subsi- 
dies are welfare programs. 

According to John Goodman of the Na- 
tional Center for Policy Analysis, the fed- 
eral government actually has “126 means 
tested welfare programs.” 

Other welfare programs that are often 
not viewed as such include unemployment 
compensation, Social Security, Medicare, 
and the refundable portion of tax credits. 

The unemployment-insurance program 
pays benefits through the states to those 
who are unemployed. It is only partially 
funded by unemployment taxes paid by em- 
ployers. Social Security provides govern- 
ment benefits for retirement, disability, sur- 
vivorship, and death. Although it is mostly 
funded by payroll taxes, there is absolutely 
no relation between Social Security taxes 
paid and benefits received. Medicare is 
government-funded healthcare for Ameri- 
cans 65 years old and older and for those 
who are permanently disabled. It is funded 
by a combination of income-based benefi- 
ciary premiums and taxpayer subsidies. But 


a 


FOREIGN AID 


ObamaCare for the world: U.S. Secretary 
of State John Kerry speaks at a hospital in 
the Congo funded by U.S. tax dollars, while 
Americans have a hard time paying for their 
own healthcare. 


like Social Security, there is absolutely no 
relation between Medicare taxes paid and 
benefits received. Regular tax credits that 
provide a dollar-for-dollar reduction of the 
amount of income tax owed are not wel- 
fare. But tax credits that are in some way 
refundable are certainly welfare because if 
the tax-credit “payment” is more than the 
tax owed, the taxpayer receives a refund of 
money he never paid in. 

All federal welfare programs are clearly 
illegitimate and unconstitutional functions 
of the federal government. They are so- 
cialistic, they are collectivist, they foster 
dependency on the government, they are 
income-transfer programs, they are social- 
engineering schemes, they shift responsi- 
bility from the individual to society and 
from families to the state, they contribute 
to class warfare, they crowd out genuine 
charity, and they are the means by which 
the federal government takes $2 trillion a 
year from some Americans and gives it to 
other Americans. 

There is another euphemism for a wel- 
fare scheme that is far worse than any 
of those mentioned above: foreign aid. 
This is aid given by the U.S. government 
to people in other countries, courtesy 
of U.S. taxpayers. This should be dis- 
tinguished from private charitable aid, 
funded by voluntary donations. 


Foreign Aid 

According to the Congressional Research 
Office report on foreign aid, “Foreign Aid: 
An Introductory Overview of U.S. Pro- 
grams and Policy,” 


U.S. foreign aid policy has developed 
around three primary rationales: na- 
tional security, commercial interests, 
and humanitarian concerns. These 
broad rationales are the basis for 
the myriad objectives of U.S. assis- 
tance, including promoting economic 
growth, reducing poverty, improving 
governance, expanding access to 
health care and education, promot- 
ing stability in conflictive regions, 
promoting human rights, strength- 
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FOREIGN AID 


If it is not a proper function of the U.S. government to 
dispense welfare to its own citizens, then it is certainly 
inappropriate to bestow welfare on foreigners. 


ening allies, and curbing illicit drug 
production and trafficking. 


Foreign aid is specifically “organized 
around five strategic objectives, each of 
which includes a number of program el- 
ements, also known as sectors.” These 
five objectives are Peace and Security 
(counter-terrorism, combating weapons 
of mass destruction, stabilization opera- 
tions and security sector reform, counter- 
narcotics, transnational crime, and conflict 
mitigation and reconciliation), Investing 
in People (health, education, and social 
services and protection for vulnerable 
people), Governing Justly and Demo- 
cratically (promoting the rule of law and 
human rights, good governance, political 
competition, and civil society), Economic 
Growth (macroeconomic growth, trade 
and investment, financial sector, infra- 
structure, agriculture, private sector com- 
petitiveness, economic opportunity, and 
environment), and Humanitarian Assis- 
tance (protection and assistance to refu- 
gees and internally displaced persons and 
provision of emergency food aid). 

Since 2002, global development, a pri- 
mary objective of U.S. foreign aid, has been 
established as a third pillar of U.S. national 
security, along with defense and diplomacy. 

Foreign assistance can take the form of 


cash transfers, food commodities, weap- 
ons systems, military assistance, peace- 
keepers, equipment such as generators or 
computers, infrastructure projects, school 
and health clinic construction, loan guar- 
antee programs, medicine, technical assis- 
tance and expertise, training, humanitarian 
aid, and disaster relief. Some of the for- 
eign aid budget is also spent fighting the 
war on drugs in other countries. Aid is pro- 
vided almost exclusively on a grant basis. 

During fiscal year 2012, 17 agencies 
of the federal government funded foreign 
economic assistance activities, mainly the 
U.S. Agency for International Develop- 
ment (USAID) and the Departments of 
State, Treasury, Agriculture, Health and 
Human Services, Energy, and Defense, 
but also the Millennium Challenge Cor- 
poration and the Peace Corps. According 
to USAID, for fiscal year 2012: 


¢ The United States remained the 
world’s largest bilateral donor, obli- 
gating approximately $48.4 billion 
— $31.2 billion in economic assis- 
tance and $17.2 billion in military as- 
sistance. By comparison, the United 
States obligated $30.7 billion and 
$18.3 billion, respectively, in FY2011. 

¢ $19.1 billion of the $31.2 billion 
in obligated U.S. economic assistance 


Not quite manna from Heaven: Afghan residents pick up 
food packets of U.S. humanitarian aid dropped by U.S. 
planes. Afghanistan received the most aid in fiscal year 2012, 
approximately $3.3 billion. 


went to 182 countries; the rest was 
obligated to non-specified regions. 
Afghanistan received the most, ap- 
proximately $3.3 billion, while Brunei 
received the least, just $3,950. 

* The U.S. disbursed $19.0 billion 
in economic assistance to 184 coun- 
tries; it disbursed $14.2 billion in 
military assistance to 142 countries. 


By region, it is Sub-Saharan Africa that 
receives the most aid: 


¢ Sub-Saharan Africa received the 
largest share of economic assistance 
— 25 percent. 

¢ Of the 48 countries that received 
over $100 million in economic assis- 
tance, 20 were in Sub-Saharan Africa. 

¢ Of the 182 countries that received 
economic assistance in 2012, 48 were 
in Sub-Saharan Africa. 


For fiscal year 2012, the top 10 countries 
that were recipients of U.S. foreign aid, in 
terms of “obligations” that resulted in im- 
mediate or future outlays, were: 


1. Afghanistan $12.9 billion 
2. Israel $3.1 billion 

3. Iraq $1.9 billion 

4. Egypt $1.4 billion 

5. Pakistan $1.2 billion 

6. Jordan $1.1 billion 

7. Ethiopia $.9 billion 

8. Kenya $.7 billion 

9. Colombia $.6 billion 

10. Haiti $.5 billion 


Afghanistan has remained the top recipi- 
ent of U.S. economic and military assis- 
tance for five consecutive years. Previous 
to this, Iraq received the most aid for five 
straight years. Before the United States 
became embroiled in the wars in Iraq and 
Afghanistan, it was Israel that generally 
received the most in foreign aid. 


The Problems With Foreign Aid 

The first problem with foreign aid is that 
providing welfare services — at home or 
abroad — is an illegitimate purpose of 
government. The purpose of government 
is supposed to be to protect the lives, lib- 
erties, and properties of the people who 
form it, period. President Grover Cleve- 
land once vetoed a bill passed by Con- 
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“Nice” is not their job: The only legitimate purpose of the U.S. military is the defense of 
the United States. Not only should U.S. troops not be helping to clean up Japan after natural 
disasters strike, they should not be in Japan in the first place. 


gress to provide financial assistance to 
farmers suffering from a drought. In his 
veto message he stated: 


I do not believe that the power and 
duty of the general government ought 
to be extended to the relief of individ- 
ual suffering which is in no manner 
properly related to the public service 
or benefit. A prevalent tendency to 
disregard the limited mission of this 
power and duty should, I think, be 
steadfastly resisted, to the end that 
the lesson should be constantly en- 
forced that, though the people sup- 
port the government, the government 
should not support the people. 


And as Congressman Davy Crockett once 
responded to a congressional attempt to 
help the widow of a naval officer: 


I will not go into an argument to 
prove that Congress has no power 
to appropriate this money as an act 
of charity. Every member upon this 
floor knows it. We have the right, as 
individuals, to give away as much of 
our own money as we please in char- 
ity; but as members of Congress we 
have no right so to appropriate a dol- 
lar of the public money. 


If it is not a proper function of the U.S. 
government to dispense welfare to its own 
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citizens, then it is certainly inappropriate 
to bestow welfare on foreigners. 

The second problem with foreign aid is 
that it is blatantly unconstitutional. The list 
of powers granted to the federal govern- 
ment in Article I, Section 8, of the Con- 
stitution includes nothing remotely related 
to providing charity, feeding the hungry, 
eradicating poverty, establishing a safety 
net, undertaking disaster relief, investing 
in people, fighting disease, promoting the 
tule of law, monitoring elections, defend- 
ing human rights, expanding opportunities 
for women, waging war on drugs, increas- 
ing literacy, building infrastructure, assist- 
ing refugees, drilling wells, global devel- 
opment, job training, mitigating pollution, 
or combating climate change. And there 
are no exceptions for natural disasters, hu- 
manitarian concerns, national interest, or 
political objectives. 

Even if a majority of Americans wanted 
their government to provide welfare — at 
home or abroad — it could not be done 
without doing violence to the Constitu- 
tion. In the aforementioned veto message 
of President Cleveland, he said he opposed 
the bill to aid farmers because he could 
“find no warrant for such an appropriation 
in the Constitution.” And when Congress 
appropriated $15,000 to assist some French 
refugees, Congressman (and later President) 
James Madison objected, saying: “I cannot 
undertake to lay my finger on that article 
of the Constitution which granted a right to 


Congress of expending, on objects of be- 
nevolence, the money of their constituents.” 

The third problem with foreign aid is 
that it is often used for outlandish pur- 
poses. Just this year the State Department 
announced a $1.5 million grant opportu- 
nity for “job creations for at-risk neigh- 
borhoods” in the country of Belize. The 
United States Agency for International 
Development is planning to award a $5.5 
to $6 million grant to “increase the em- 
powerment of women” in the country of 
Bangladesh and a $3 million grant, where 
“special consideration will be given to 
proposals that benefit women,” to fight 
climate change in the Pacific Islands. The 
agency is also planning to spend $24.5 
million to circumcise up to 200,000 in- 
fants and males aged 10 to 49 in the king- 
dom of Swaziland, which has the highest 
rate of HIV in the world. 

The fourth problem with foreign aid is 
that it suffers from what Austrian econo- 
mists call a “calculation problem.” When 
an unprecedented tsunami hit Indonesia 
in 2004, the United States pledged $350 
million to help tsunami victims. When a 
killer cyclone hit the country of Myanmar 
(Burma) in 2008, total U.S. government 
humanitarian assistance came to $42 mil- 
lion. When a destructive earthquake hit 
China in 2008, the United States sent 
emergency relief supplies; specialized 
search, rescue, and recovery equipment; 
search and rescue personnel — and $4.8 
million. When a tremendous earthquake 
hit Haiti in 2010, a military assessment 
team was quickly sent from the U.S. 
Southern Command as President Obama 
announced that America would give $100 
million toward relief efforts. When a dev- 
astating earthquake and tsunami hit Japan 
in 2011, total USAID and DoD Assistance 
came to $77 million. And just recently, the 
United States deployed 80 members of the 
military — at an unknown cost — to the 
country of Chad to help in the search for 
the Nigerian schoolgirls kidnapped by 
the insurgent group Boko Haram. But to 
which countries should the United States 
send aid? How much aid should be pro- 
vided? What type of aid should be given? 
What strings, if any, should be attached to 
the aid supplied? How long should the aid 
be maintained? Once the concept of doling 
out foreign aid is accepted, these questions 
have nothing but arbitrary answers. 
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The fifth problem with foreign aid is 
that it defies logic and common sense. 
Americans are regularly told by various 
organizations that many children in the 
United States go to bed hungry at night 
or go to school hungry in the morning, 
poverty and homelessness are increas- 
ing, schools are failing to properly edu- 
cate children, millions of Americans don’t 
have access to adequate healthcare, and 
crumbling roads and bridges threaten the 
U.S. transportation system. Although it is 
true that many of these things are overstat- 
ed and are simply being used to justify in- 
creased government spending, there is no 
question that some Americans are hungry, 
poor, or homeless, some Americans don’t 
receive a quality education or adequate 
healthcare, and some American infrastruc- 
ture is in need of repair. Although oppo- 
nents of the welfare and nanny states and 
proponents of limited government and the 
Constitution don’t favor federal spending 
on these things, it certainly makes much 
more sense for U.S. taxpayers to be paying 
to repair American roads and bridges, feed 
and educate American children, fight pov- 
erty in America, house American home- 
less, and care for Americans who are sick 
than to do these things for people that most 
Americans don’t know in countries that 
most Americans couldn’t find on a map. 

The sixth problem with foreign aid is that 
it helps perpetuate the myth that without the 
intervention of the U.S. government, the re- 
sponse to a problem in some foreign country 
would not be provided soon enough, or be 
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done well enough, or be sufficient to meet 
the need. This myth is certainly bogus. Just 
look at all the private U.S. and international 
relief agencies. The American people are a 
generous people. They regularly donate 
millions of dollars for relief efforts when- 
ever and wherever an earthquake, flood, 
or famine strikes. They would certainly 
give even more if they knew their govern- 
ment was not getting involved. Foreign aid 
crowds out private, charitable aid. It also 
removes from individuals the responsibility 
to do what they themselves should be doing 
to extend a helping hand to the needy. 

The seventh problem with foreign aid is 
that it is more often than not just a means 
of bribing foreign governments, taking 
sides in disputes, imperialism, implement- 
ing some foreign policy objective, nation 
building, maintaining the U.S. empire of 
troops and bases that encircles the globe, 
or policing the world. 


The Nature of Foreign Aid 

Foreign aid is, in essence, foreign govern- 
ment aid, courtesy of U.S. taxpayers, to 
countries that most Americans couldn’t 
find on a map and in some cases have 
never even heard of. 

There is no telling what percentage of 
foreign aid actually makes it into the hands 
of people in foreign countries who are in 
real need, instead of lining the pockets of 
corrupt foreign regimes, their privileged 
contractors, and the crony capitalists in 
the United States that benefit from U.S. 
foreign aid spending. The U.S. govern- 
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Double trouble: U.S. governmental foreign aid crowds out private, charitable aid such as Feed 
the Children. It helps perpetuate the myth that without the intervention of the U.S. government, 
the response to a problem in some foreign country would be inadequate. 
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ment does not send checks to individuals 
in foreign countries who just experienced 
a natural disaster. No foreigner receives an 
aid package via the U.S. Postal Service. 

The purpose, recipients, costs, and ben- 
efits of the aid are irrelevant. Foreign aid 
spending is simply appropriated by Con- 
gress and then money is confiscated from 
American taxpayers. Foreign aid is just the 
looting of American taxpayers. Yet, if the 
federal government sent to all households 
in the United States a list of all the coun- 
tries in the world with a request to indicate 
which country they wanted to help and the 
dollar amount they wanted to give, how 
many households would write out a check? 

No American should be forced to “con- 
tribute” to the aid of the people or the gov- 
ernment of another country. The decision to 
aid foreigners, like the decision to aid one’s 
family, friends, or neighbors, is a decision 
that should be left up to each individual 
American. A free society includes the free- 
dom to be unconcerned about the plight 
of refugees, insensitive to malnourished 
children, apathetic toward Third World 
poverty, and indifferent concerning natural 
disasters. It all comes down to the question 
of whether we are to have a society based 
on freedom or a society based on coercion. 

This does not mean that there should 
be no charity; it simply means that the 
charity should be provided voluntarily. 
Otherwise, in fact, it is not charity at all 
but theft. The statist mind-set assumes 
that a free society will not help those who 
are truly in need; what a terrible indict- 
ment of freedom and of man. 

If foreign aid is wrong in principle, 
then foreign aid is still wrong when the 
people in a foreign country suffer from 
war, poverty, famines, epidemics, floods, 
cyclones, tsunamis, or earthquakes. It 
doesn’t matter if foreign aid is a small 
percentage of the federal budget, is a 
small percentage of GDP, has bipartisan 
support, feeds the hungry, clothes the 
naked, shelters the homeless, treats the 
sick, educates children, drills wells, curbs 
drug production, or rebuilds infrastructure 
— it is still money taken from taxpayers 
by coercion and threats of force. It can 
and should be eliminated, entirely and im- 
mediately. It is bad enough that the fed- 
eral government has welfare programs in 
the United States; it is even worse when 
welfare is exported. 
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REDISCOVERING AMERICAS 
Last Jeffersonian Democrat President 


Grover Cleveland was viewed very favorably in his own 
day, but with the rise of pro-socialist scholars and media, 
he has been largely shunted toward obscurity. 
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THE te 
FORGOTTEN 
CONSERVATIVE 


by Christian Gomez 


The Forgotten Conservative: Rediscov- 
ering Grover Cleveland, by John M. Paf- 
ford, Washington, D.C.: Regnery History, 
2013, 240 pages, hardcover. 


actually cut existing spending, rather 

than merely cutting projected growth; 
or a president who would exert the veto 
more than all his predecessors combined 
and not on the basis of partisan party poli- 
tics but on whether or not a congression- 
ally passed bill was constitutional. Such a 
president is not the machination of con- 
stitutionalist and libertarian wishful think- 
ers, but a matter of history and the subject 
of Dr. John M. Pafford’s latest book, The 
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Forgotten Conservative: Rediscovering 
Grover Cleveland (2013). 

A protégé of Russell Kirk and a pro- 
fessor of history and philosophy at North- 
wood University in Midland, Michigan, 
Dr. Pafford contends in his book, “No 
American president exceeded Grover 
Cleveland’s devotion to principle and po- 
litical courage.” Unfortunately, “today,” 
as Pafford observes, “Cleveland is re- 
membered, if at all, simply as a histori- 
cal curiosity — the only president to have 
served non-consecutive terms.” 

Hopefully many Americans who now 
remember Cleveland this way will come 
to appreciate him as more than just a “his- 
torical curiosity,” as the type of role model 
worthy of our admiration and aspiration 
even today. Creating this awareness of the 
“forgotten conservative” is the purpose of 
Pafford’s book. 

Pafford provides a comprehensive bi- 
ography of a man who was able to rise to 
the nation’s highest office without losing 
his moral or political principles. He begins 
with Cleveland’s birth in Caldwell, New 
Jersey, in 1837 to a Presbyterian minister 
and the daughter of a bookseller. Of his 
early childhood growing up, Cleveland 
wrote, “I have always felt that my training 
as a minister’s son has been more valuable 
to me as a strengthening influence and as 
an incentive to be useful than any other 
incident of my life.” 

In 1881, Cleveland was elected mayor of 
Buffalo, New York, as a Democrat back in 
the day when the Democrat Party was still 
conservative and the Republican Party was 
more openly favorable of government in- 
tervention. As mayor of Buffalo, Cleveland 
made a reputation as both an honest and 
courageous no-nonsense mayor, dedicated 
to reform and cleaning out corruption. He 
vetoed numerous taxpayer-funded projects, 
which despite being popular or desired, 


Cleveland considered to exceed the legiti- 
mate financial bonds of the government. 

Just because something was popular or 
within the governmental authority of the 
city to take action upon did not mean that 
it was the right or financially responsible 
thing to do. This philosophy of honesty 
and frugality in government was one that 
garnered him the admiration of his sup- 
porters and the respect of his opponents, 
and propelled him from mayor of Buffalo 
to governor of New York and to president 
of the United States, all within four years. 

In the days before long state-by-state 
presidential primary campaigns, party pres- 
idential candidates in the late 19th century 
were not known until after the national con- 
vention, and usually after several rounds of 
ballots by the delegates. Cleveland was in 
Albany when he received the news that he 
had won the 1884 Democratic presidential 
nomination on the third ballot. 

Cleveland campaigned on a platform 
of “clean government” and the adoption 
of a gold standard. Three days after elec- 
tion day, and following a close race, Gro- 
ver Cleveland was declared the winner of 
New York, garnering him the needed elec- 
toral votes to defeat his Republican oppo- 
nent, James G. Blaine. Cleveland won 20 
states with 219 electoral votes, compared 
to Blaine’s 18 states with 182 electoral 
votes. Cleveland received 4,911,017 pop- 
ular votes, with Blaine close behind with 
4,848,334 popular votes. 

As president, Cleveland quickly made 
his mark of distinction from his prede- 
cessors and even successors as a stalwart 
champion of the Constitution, vetoing any 
laws that he considered to be outside the 
clear mandate of the Constitution. Cleve- 
land demonstrated his commitment to his 
presidential oath of office when he vetoed 
the popular Texas Seed Bill in 1887. 

“A minor appropriation bill passed by 
Congress in 1887 became the occasion 
for Cleveland’s most famous statement 
regarding his philosophy of limited gov- 
ernment,” Pafford writes. “The Texas Seed 
Bill provided ten thousand dollars for the 
purchase of seed grain for farmers in cer- 
tain Texas counties who had lost crops to 
drought.” President Cleveland made the 
following statement explaining his veto: 


I can find no warrant for such an ap- 
propriation in the Constitution; and 
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BOOK REVIEW — 


I do not believe that the power and 
duty of the General Government 
ought to be extended to the relief of 
the individual suffering which is in 
no manner properly related to the 
public service or benefit. A preva- 
lent tendency to disregard the lim- 
ited mission of this power and duty 
should, I think, be steadily resisted, 
to the end that the lesson should be 
constantly enforced that, though the 
people support the Government, the 
Government should not support the 
people. [Emphasis added.] 


On the monetary front, President Cleveland 
did what he could to reverse the tide on the 
inflationary monetary policies of his prede- 
cessor, President Chester A. Arthur. Under 
Arthur, government bonds were made re- 
deemable in gold, resulting in a depletion 
of the nation’s gold reserves and an in- 
crease in individuals hoarding gold. This 
led to a showdown with Congress in 1885, 
when President Cleveland futilely urged 
Congress to repeal Bland-Allison, an act 
passed by Congress in 1878 over President 
Rutherford B. Hayes’ veto requiring the 
U.S. Treasury to purchase and circulate be- 
tween two and four million dollars in silver 
coins. “The rest of his term was a stand-off 
between the sound-money side and those 
who believed inflation of the money sup- 
ply would bring prosperity,” writes Pafford. 


Grover 
Cleveland 


In 1888, the Republicans nominated 
U.S. Senator Benjamin Harrison of Indi- 
ana. In yet another close race, Cleveland 
won the popular vote with 48.6 percent to 
Harrison’s 47.8 percent, but lost the elec- 
toral vote and the presidency, with Cleve- 
land only winning 168 electoral votes 
compared to Harrison’s 233. 

As the 1892 election approached and 
voters grew disillusioned with President 
Harrison, Cleveland regained popular- 
ity and began campaigning to recapture 
the presidency. Speaking at the [Andrew] 
Jackson Day Dinner, at the Young Men’s 
Democratic Association of Philadelphia in 
1891, Cleveland succinctly summarized his 
constitutionalist philosophy of government: 


Equal and exact justice to all men, 
peace, commerce, and honest friend- 
ship with all nations — entangling 
alliance with none; the support of the 
State governments in all their rights; 
the preservation of the general govern- 
ment in its whole constitutional vigor; 
a jealous care of the right of election 
by the people; absolute acquiescence 
in the decisions of the majority; the 
supremacy of the civil over the mili- 
tary authority; economy in the public 
expenses; the honest payment of our 
debts and sacred preservation of the 
public faith; the encouragement of ag- 
riculture, and commerce as its hand- 
maid, and freedom of reli- 
gion, freedom of the press, 
and freedom of the person. 


In a rematch of the previ- 
ous presidential election, 
Cleveland, once again 
nominated by the Demo- 
cratic Party, defeated Har- 
rison in Harrison’s home 
state of Indiana and in 
Cleveland’s home state of 
New York. Nationally, he 
won both the popular and 
electoral vote. In so doing, 
Cleveland became the 
only person, until Franklin 
Roosevelt, to win the pop- 
ular vote in three consecu- 
tive presidential elections, 
and the only president 
ever elected to two non- 
consecutive terms. In both 


terms President Cleveland executed his 
veto power more than all his predeces- 
sors combined, and vetoed the most bills 
second only to FDR, who was president 
for 12 consecutive years. 

During his second term, as in his first, 
Cleveland refrained from foreign military 
interventionism in favor of neutral media- 
tion to resolve international disputes; he 
opposed calls for the annexation of Hawaii 
and Spanish Cuba, respecting their sover- 
eignty, and opposing the emerging jingoist 
sentiments of empire building prevailing 
within the Republican Party. 

By the end of his second term, the face 
of the Democratic Party had changed, 
moving toward its current progressive 
direction. The young firebrand preacher, 
free silver advocate, and populist William 
Jennings Bryan emerged as the leader of 
the growing progressive wing of the rap- 
idly changing Democratic Party, winning 
the party’s nomination in both the 1896 
and 1900 elections. Cleveland, the last Jef- 
fersonian Democrat and arguably the last 
constitutionalist president, eventually be- 
came a man without a party, too conserva- 
tive for both the new progressive-leaning 
Democrats and the Republicans. 

According to Pafford, historians at the 
time began to give Cleveland high marks 
as one of the nation’s best presidents for his 
steadfast and unwavering devotion to the 
Constitution. Eventually, with the rise of 
progressivism in both the Republican and 
Democratic Parties and its acceptance by 
presidential historians, higher marks were 
beginning to go toward activist presidents 
such as Theodore Roosevelt, Woodrow 
Wilson, and Franklin Roosevelt, while 
Cleveland began to fall out of favor. 

Although today Cleveland is all but 
forgotten, his record both in and out of 
office, as Pafford notes, is one that all 
true Americanists, conservatives, consti- 
tutionalists, libertarians, and Tea Partiers 
alike should look to with admiration. 
After assessing Cleveland’s words and 
deeds, it is no surprise the most recent 
presidential portrait that former Con- 
gressman Ron Paul displayed in his D.C. 
office was of Grover Cleveland. Hope- 
fully today’s and future constitutional- 
ists will rediscover the legacy of Grover 
Cleveland through the pages of Pafford’s 
easy-to-read, highly detailed, and well- 
researched biography. Ml 
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Built With Love 


After an Athens, Georgia, family suffered 
a tremendous tragedy, the local commu- 
nity stepped in to help. 

The Gorosquieta family lost their father 
and husband, Pedro, on April 30 when he 
was struck by a falling tree. Pedro had 
just bought a house for his family but was 
killed before he could fix it up. 

The Gorosquieta family had lived in a 
trailer for about 10 years, but Pedro bought 
a “fixer-upper” with the intent of handling 
all of the major renovations. Unfortunate- 
ly, that dream will not come to be. 

However, as reported by WSBTV, an 
“army of volunteers, family and friends” 
came together to offer their services. The 
school where Pedro’s children attend 
helped raise money for the home make- 
over. “This house was part of the dream 
and we are going to ensure that the dream 
lives,” said Pedro’s children’s principal. 

The makeover will include a new roof, 
floors, and doors. Volunteers indicated 
that they are going to follow the plans 
that Pedro made for the home before his 
death. 

The children’s mother does not speak 
English, but those who are able to com- 
municate with her say she is grateful 
for the community’s efforts. “She’s not 
someone who asks for help and that’s 
what really makes this nice because she’s 
not coming to the school and community 
with her hand out, instead we’re coming 
to her with our arms open,” said J.J. Har- 
ris Elementary School counselor Scott 
Emard. 

“This is not a family asking, ‘Can we 
have help for this,’ for that, which is ap- 
propriate sometimes. Instead, this is a 
family we’ve known for several years 
and grown to love this family,” Emard 
said. “Our kids at our school are our fam- 
ily so we came together with open arms 
and said, ‘What can we do for you?’ And 
they were a little hesitant at first, didn’t 
want help at first, thought (they) needed 
to earn it. They said, ‘Nope, we love you 
too much for that so,’ we were able to 
step in and help out.” 

The biggest concern for the volunteers 
was getting running water to the house, as 
the house is not on a city water line. Vol- 
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unteers feared that the well near the home 
had run dry, but Piedmont Wells helped by 
drilling a new well for the family. 


Police Partners 


KOKH-TV reported that police officers 
Bryan Knief and Anthony Vacarro of Vic- 
toria, Texas, were on duty the last week- 
end of June when they were called out to 
a family’s home. It was then the officers 
noticed the family had no food, so they 
headed straight to a local Walmart to buy 
food for them. 

A local woman, Rebecca Vasquez, saw 
the officers standing in line to pay for a 
cart filled with food and asked what the 
two were doing. Apparently she thought 
it was unusual to see officers shopping in 
full uniform. 

“They actually told me that they were 
going to be donating the entire basket to 
a family in need,” Vasquez said. “I just 
thought it was awesome.” 

Vasquez decided to take a photo of the 
officers and post it on her Facebook page, 
a photo that has now gone viral. “Of course 
they didn’t do anything like this to get rec- 
ognized or to be seen,” said Vasquez. “I 
just happened to ask them if it was okay if 
I put their picture up and now people know 
there’s good people in Victoria.” 


Love & Fundraising 


When life gets hard, community steps in. 
Sienna Braun, a six-year-old kindergar- 
tener of Federal Way, Washington, and 
her family first noticed signs of leukemia 
in early May. She began to see bruising 
that crept all the way up her legs, and two 
weeks after that, she experienced flu-like 
symptoms and a temperature nearing 104. 
She also had red dots on her arms — pete- 
chia, a symptom of leukemia. 

Her family rushed her to Seattle Chil- 
dren’s Hospital, and after a slew of tests, 
doctors informed them that she has acute 
lymphoblastic leukemia. 

The next week was characterized by 
rounds of chemotherapy, steroids, antibi- 
otics, and multiple other medications. 

As if Sienna and her family were not 
undergoing enough emotional turmoil, 
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the family was feeling the financial im- 
pact of the treatments and hospital visits. 

Unbeknownst to them, however, a fam- 
ily friend decided that he wanted to help 
and set up a gofundme.com account. 

When Sienna’s stepmother visited Si- 
enna’s school to inform them of Sienna’s 
condition, she was surprised to learn that 
the school was already aware of Sienna’s 
situation, and that members of the PTA or- 
ganized a bake sale that would raise funds 
for Sienna and her family. 

“Some lady baked 150 cupcakes and 
they had so much baked goods donated 
that just from the evening show of the 
kindergarten choir and after school the 
following day, they raised $1,990,” Ja- 
nette Braun said in awe. “And then, to 
top that off, a third grade teacher matched 
it out of her own pocket — a third grade 
teacher wrote us a check for $1,100.” 

Additionally, the PTA set up a coin 
drive at Buffalo Wild Wings, where 10 
percent of all sales was donated. In just a 
short matter of time, the community raised 
thousands of dollars. 

“The financial help is amazing but 
what affects our family the most is how 
every single family and staff member has 
reached out in one way or another to show 
us support,” Janette Braun said in an e- 
mail. Thus far, the Braun family has re- 
ceived nearly $7,000 in donations. 

The Federal Way Mirror wrote that 
the money will be put to good use: “The 
money allows Josh Braun, the primary 
breadwinner, to take time off work so he 
can be there for Sienna as she reclaims 
her health. It also pays for the thermom- 
eters, sanitizers, soaps, masks, air filters 
and the regular trips to the hospital — 
about $125 a week in gas for their V8 
engine.” 

Silver Lake Elementary PTA co-pres- 
ident Julie Halpin said that the idea to 
raise money for the family came easily 
to her. “It feels like a no-brainer to me in 
the sense that we are all at the school and 
we all have kids,” Halpin said. “I guess 
you just can’t imagine if it were to happen 
to your family or your children. You see 
somebody that needs help and your natural 
reaction is to help.” 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Mystery Bielski Remembered 


War history is really the impersonal summation of the individual stories of every participant 
or victim. With the WWII generation dying off, it is important to compile those stories. 


More than one revolt: While those familiar with the happenings of WWII likely know of the 
Jewish resistance in Poland’s Warsaw ghetto, most are likely unaware that other Jews fought the 
Germans as well. Here Commander Yehuda Bielski rests in the Naliboki Forest, Belorussia, 1942. 


by Leslie Bell 


triumph of the most renowned Jewish 
partisan group in the forests of Western 
Belorussia (Eastern Poland) during World 
War II. It began with a handful of escapees 
from the Nazi obsession to liquidate them, 


Jin marks the 70th anniversary of the 


Leslie Bell, Ph.D., is a writer and adjunct professor 
at the City University of New York (CUNY). She 
is the daughter of the late Yehuda and Lola Bell 
(formerly Bielski). 


34 


and evolved into a legendary fighting 
force and rescue operation that provided 
a haven for over 1,000 doomed Jews. This 
summer also marks the 20th anniversary 
of the death of its “mystery man” — who 
was my father. 

Lieutenant Yehuda Bielski was badly 
wounded. Despite the nightmarish, rapid 
advance of the million-and-a-half-man 
mechanized German invasion, his fellow 
troops had fought with much skill and 
great courage. Relentless air bombard- 
ment such as the Earth had never seen 


took a heavy toll. Dazed, disorganized, 
and dying, the outnumbered and poorly 
armed Polish army held out as long as it 
could and then retreated. “I must get to a 
hospital,” Yehuda thought. 

Yehuda tried to ignore the throbbing 
pain in his wounded leg as he limped his 
way to a Warsaw hospital. The long rutted 
roads were full of vehicles, wagons, carts, 
and frightened people of all ages — pedes- 
trians and those on horseback carrying bun- 
dles, suitcases, and assorted belongings. 
Soldiers were still carrying their weapons. 

The nuns at the hospital took excellent 
care of Yehuda. Early one morning a nun 
whispered to him that the SS were doing 
a building sweep for Polish officers and 
Jews, and he should take his belongings 
and follow her. He was barely recovered. 
She led him to a side door, and he made 
his escape into Nazi-occupied Warsaw. 
He wanted to go home, to Novogrudek in 
Eastern Poland. As Yehuda maneuvered 
his way home, he witnessed the mistreat- 
ment and shootings of Polish civilians. 
Jews were singled out for brutal, barbaric 
attacks. SS men beat terrified men and 
women with rubber truncheons, pipes, 
and clubs — smashing bones and skulls 
— stealing watches, jewelry, and any- 
thing they liked. Jewish men of all ages 
were forced into hard labor details under 
frightful conditions. Random shootings 
were common. Homes and shops were 
looted and demolished. Yehuda saw Jews 
shoved into a synagogue that was then 
torched. “I thought my hair would turn 
white,” he recalled. 

The Germans brutally executed all 
Poles who hid Jews to send a clear mes- 
sage to any others who wanted to help 
them. Yet, at enormous daily risk to 
themselves and their families, who were 
also killed, extraordinary Polish men and 
women aided and sheltered thousands of 
Jews, including many children, most of 
whom survived the war. Over 6,000 of 
these brave rescuers, far more than in any 
other Nazi-occupied country, are honored 
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and memorialized at the Yad Vashem Ho- 
locaust museum in Jerusalem, Israel, as 
“Righteous Among the Nations.” 

Yehuda eventually made his way back 
to Soviet-occupied Novogrudek. He was 
born and raised in that large, lively town on 
the border of Belorussia. The war had not 
yet impacted the town in major ways. The 
Russians made some changes, and people 
adjusted as best they could. As Yehuda’s 
wound healed, he worked with his wife, 
Ida, in her popular beauty salon. Ahead of 
its time, the business catered to both men 
and women. He built an additional, smaller 
house on his property. People continued to 
live their lives as before. 

The large Bielski family had lived in 
Poland for several hundred years. Yehu- 
da was the youngest of seven children. 
His father owned a glazing business; his 
mother died when he was nine. He was 
educated at the Tarbut Zionist School 
and spoke several languages: Polish, 
Russian, Yiddish, Hebrew, some Ger- 
man, and years later, English. He learned 
to play the violin and guitar. He was an 
excellent athlete and an accomplished 
ballroom dancer. Discipline, proper be- 
havior, and good grooming were impor- 
tant to him. 

On June 22, 1941, Germany at- 
tacked the Soviet Union in Operation 
Barbarossa. The Final Solution had 
come home to Yehuda. The Russians 
did not realize they would be invaded 
and were taken entirely by surprise. 
The lightning advance of roughly 
3.8 million Germans was devastat- 
ing. Refugees who had escaped from 
conquered Poland already told the 
Jews what the Germans were capa- 
ble of, but most of the trapped Jews 
had no idea what awaited them. 

The Germans bombed No- 
vogrudek. Terror began immediately 
with continuous violent assaults, kill- 
ing, and looting. Boys were shot in 
the main square. Men were taken into 
forced labor and never returned. Two 
ghettoes were created, one at each 
end of the town, surrounded by fences 
and barbed wire. They were guarded 
by Ukrainians and Lithuanians. 

After routine “selections” (to 
choose people for extermination), 
people were taken to the woods 
close to town and shot. One ghetto 
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was liquidated. Yehuda, a 
prisoner in the second ghet- 
to, had survived two selec- 
tions there and knew that 
surviving another was very 
slim. “The Germans already 
had their eyes on me,” he 
observed. He planned an 
escape. 

While Yehuda was planning his escape, 
a Christian friend delivered a letter to the 
ghetto from Yehuda’s older cousin, Tuvia, 
who had recently fled from his rural vil- 
lage to the nearby forest with his three 
brothers, his sister, several relatives, and 
friends. They had all played in the forest 
as children and knew it well. “Bring your 
wife, a few good men and we will build 
something together,’ Tuvia wrote. He 
urged Yehuda to join him without delay, 
for he needed his military expertise. 


The Mystery Man 

One night, leading his wife and eight 
carefully chosen potential fighters, Yehu- 
da approached the ghetto fence. Avoiding 
the guards, they removed fence boards, 
cut through the barbed wire, and escaped 
into the forest. 


Gentleman Yehuda: Lt. Yehuda Bielski in happier days 
(shown above) later applied his officer training to creating 
and developing the fighting unit of the Bielski Partisans. 


The long rutted roads were full of vehicles, 
wagons, carts, and frightened people 

of all ages — pedestrians and those on 
horseback carrying bundles, suitcases, and 
assorted belongings. 


After several days walking through the 
woods, the group met up with his cousins. 
Yehuda was dismayed by the lack of struc- 
ture and discipline he observed. At a meet- 
ing held shortly after, according to Peter 
Duffy in his book The Bielski Brothers, he 
addressed the group: “We have come here 
into the forest, my dear ones, not to eat 
and drink and enjoy ourselves. We have 
come here ... to stay alive. We must think 
only of one important thing: revenge and 
revenge again on the murderers.” Armed 
resistance was his answer. 

When Yehuda’s plan to secure weap- 
ons and attack the enemy was agreed 
upon, he continued: “We must choose a 
commander and we must give our unit a 
name.” He nominated his cousin, Tuvia, 
to lead the group. With Yehuda’s military 
focus, the Bielski Partisans emerged. 

Tuvia wanted to allow desper- 
ate Jews of all ages to join the 
group. His younger brother, Zus, 
wanted to turn away these doomed 
outsiders seeking refuge and keep 
the group small. Tuvia wanted to 
avoid contact with the Germans 
and hostile locals, hoping to save 
as many people as possible. His 
brother wanted to fight the enemy. 
Disagreements intensified. Zus, 
who was a bold, fearless fighter, 
left the partisans and joined one 
of the Red Army/NKVD (secret 
police) controlled partisan units 
that were fighting behind German 
lines. “He’ll find out the Russians 
can be worse than the Germans,” 
Yehuda said. Zus later returned to 
the Bielski Partisans camp. 

The partisan family camp grew 
rapidly as more Jews of all ages ar- 
rived. The base camp — comprised 
of the Bielskis, their wives and 
girlfriends, relatives, and friends — 
was surrounded by smaller camps. 
People worked during the day and 
slept at night in camouflaged bun- 
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kers built underground. Everyone’s skill 
was utilized. People improvised and en- 
dured hunger and thirst, frigid winter 
weather, illness, forest surgery, and per- 
sonal hardships. Supplies were procured 
by any means possible. The small, but 
highly effective, military wing evolved 
into a group of daring guerrilla fighters 
and saboteurs. Collaborators who turned 
Jews over to the Germans were hunted 
down and killed. 

The rules of the camp were made and 
strictly enforced by the three Bielski 
brothers. For those who broke them, there 
was a jail. Challenges to the leadership 
of the brothers were sometimes resolved 
through the end of the barrel of a gun. An 
unyielding hierarchy existed, and those 
who did not understand their place learned 
quickly if they wanted to remain. Only the 
foolhardy would take on these explosive 
brothers in this secluded, remote, and 
unlawful environment of dense forests 
and swamps. A primitive forest village 
evolved where those under their protection 
and the protection of other commanders 
survived as tens of thousands were mas- 
sacred around them. 

Yehuda was known as the “eydI” (re- 
fined) Bielski by fellow partisans because 
of his demeanor and attitude. Despite their 
different backgrounds, dispositions, and 
proclivities, Yehuda and Tuvia neverthe- 
less worked well together in the forest. 
They both understood their precarious 
situation, responsibilities, and the natures 
and motives of their many enemies. They 
knew the Russians could provide them 
with much-needed weapons and ammuni- 
tion. “It is better to die with a gun in your 
hand,” Yehuda said, “than be slaughtered 
like sheep.” 

The entire partisan camp was always 
at risk. The Russians were very suspi- 
cious of everyone, and it was crucial to 
convince them that this was both a So- 
viet and Jewish fight for victory over the 


SS men beat terrified men and women 

with rubber truncheons, pipes, and clubs 
— smashing bones and skulls — stealing 
watches, jewelry, and anything they liked. 
Jewish men of all ages were forced into hard 
labor details under frightful conditions. 
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A Jewish homeland: After the killings of millions of Jews during WWII, and intermittent 
persecution prior to that, Lieutenant Yehuda Bielski (center wearing beret) became convinced that 
Jews needed their own homeland, so he moved to Israel and became an officer there. 


Germans. During vodka-fueled meetings, 
Tuvia, with his diplomatic skills, continu- 
ally managed to persuade them that the 
Bielski fighters were a trustworthy and 
reliable asset to Soviet success in the for- 
est. As a result, Russian planes dropped 
large quantities of automatic weapons to 
the partisans. 

Meanwhile, Tuvia protected Yehuda 
from Stalin’s dreaded NK VD, which re- 
garded all Polish officers as enemies of 
the Soviet regime. The Russian dictator 
ordered them to be shot on sight. Yehuda 
was able to elude the Russians and became 
known as “the mystery man.” 


Yehuda Meets Lola 


During a German ambush, Yehuda’s wife 
was killed. Her body was recovered in the 
forest lying face down over her revolver, 
shot in the back. The following year he 
met and befriended Lola Hudes, who had 
recently joined the Bielski Partisans, her 
fourth partisan group. 

The friendship between Lola and Yehu- 
da grew. She was struck by his good man- 
ners and quiet, calm behavior. “He had a 
powerful, slender body and the erect bear- 
ing of a military officer,” 
Lola observed. She was 
impressed. She noticed 
that he could disappear 
quickly and reappear un- 
expectedly. He was unlike 
his cousins. And he was a 
mystery to her. 

Yehuda respected and 
appreciated Lola’s intelli- 


gence and bravery: “First-class and first- 
rate.” In fact, Yehuda always said Lola 
was more intelligent, braver, and tougher 
than most of the partisans and some of 
the fighters he led — all in a 110-pound, 
slender package. “She was a sheltered, 
sophisticated, and cosmopolitan young 
woman who knew nothing before the war 
about survival against all odds, especially 
in strange towns and dangerous, dense for- 
ests. But she learned fast, especially how 
to use guns.” 

Yehuda perfected her shooting skills 
with pistols and rifles. Eventually, Lola 
was assigned to do night guard duty. “Be- 
fore the war I knew as much about guns 
as I knew about poisoned mushrooms,” 
Lola would comment. “But as the war pro- 
gressed, I realized how important it was 
to learn to shoot in order to defend myself 
and the partisans. Whatever I learned, it 
still wasn’t enough.” 


After the War 

By 1944, the massive Russian army was 
on its victorious drive toward the final 
showdown in Berlin, and in the summer of 
1944, the Bielski Partisans were told they 
could return to their homes. The area was 
clear of Germans, and for the partisans, the 
war was over. They had endured and pre- 
vailed in the woods for almost three years 
under extraordinary deprivation. Most 
partisans walked out of the forest with 
minimal possessions. Without systematic 
records, the exact number of partisans 
(over 1,000 people with a loss of about 
50) was undetermined. 
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The survivors went their separate ways. 
They had lost many beloved family mem- 
bers, swept up by the Nazis and their col- 
laborators. They lost their homes, belong- 
ings, and savings. Some lost much-desired 
educational opportunities. Some devel- 
oped physical ailments that they endured 
for the rest of their lives. Some developed 
psychological disabilities, and many bore 
emotional scars. Despite any limitations, 
most of them pursued a new life with great 
energy and determination. 

Yehuda and Lola returned to his house 
in Novogrudek and married. The Soviet 
NKVD, a precursor of the KGB, finally 
caught up with him, and he was sum- 
moned to their headquarters. He never 
forgot their words: “We know who you 
are. We know where you are. We know 
what you did during the war. When we’re 
ready for you, there’s no place you can 
hide.” Yehuda understood his days were 
numbered. Leaving everything behind and 
carrying a few meager possessions, they 
fled. Climbing atop a coal train heading 
west and holding on for dear life to the 
black slippery coal, they reached Lodz, 
Poland. Lola wanted to go home to find 
out if any family was still alive. 

Lodz had become a registration cen- 
ter for returning Polish Jewish survivors. 
Lola discovered the extent of the German- 
caused horror and believed that no one in 
her immediate or extended family had sur- 
vived. Hoping somebody might one day 
return from the ashes, she signed her name 
onto the registration log: Lola Hudes Biel- 
ski — destination Palestine. 


To Palestine and Beyond 

Yehuda, who had also lost his entire 
family, always planned to go to Palestine 
after the war. “We have to build a Jew- 
ish country,” he asserted. He felt it was 
a historic responsibility. In Budapest, 
Hungary, Yehuda was recruited by the 
Jewish Agency in Palestine and offered a 
job. From Bari, Italy, he was assigned to 
escort about 200 Holocaust survivors on 
a crammed, dilapidated vessel across the 
Mediterranean to British-occupied Pales- 
tine, while avoiding the Royal navy sea 
patrols and blockade. 

Yehuda joined the Irgun, an underground 
army formed to defend Jews from Arab ter- 
rorism and pressure the British out of Pal- 
estine. Once again, he became the mystery 
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man. He engaged in activities that could 
have put his neck in a British noose. Some- 
time later, Tuvia and Zus and their wives 
arrived in Palestine; their brother Asael had 
been killed. Their teenage brother, Aron, ar- 
rived soon after. Aron always admired and 
respected Yehuda, and the two became life- 
long friends. “Yehuda was considered the 
fifth brother,” Aron said. “I loved him.” 

Commissioned an officer in the Israel 
Defense Forces (IDF), Yehuda was the only 
Bielski commander to be so recognized. He 
fought with bravery and distinction in Is- 
rael’s War of Independence in which five 
Arab states — Egypt, Iraq, Syria, Trans- 
jordan, and Lebanon — attacked the tiny 
fledgling Jewish state. Additional Saudi 
and Yemeni fighters joined their Arab 
brothers. The Arab League’s secretary- 
general vowed, “This war will be a war of 
extermination and momentous massacre.” 
Once again, Yehuda was wounded in battle 
and survived complicated field surgery; 
only this time it was an Arab bullet. 

Yehuda and Lola and their two chil- 
dren, Leslie (myself) and Eric, came to 
the United States in 1952 and settled in 
Manhattan. The Bielski brothers and their 
families came sometime later and settled 
in Brooklyn. Aron and his family lived in 
Manhattan. Yehuda became a business- 
man; Lola became a painter. Two more 
children, Harriet (who died in infancy) 
and Stuart, were born. Yehuda and Lola 
Americanized quickly, became proud 
citizens, and were known as Julius and 
Lola Bell. 


“America is a blessed land,” Yehuda 
said. “I love it.” He appreciated its free- 
doms and abundance. However, he soon 
became concerned about the social up- 
heavals he saw around him and the new 
strain of anti-Semitism cloaked as anti- 
Zionism. “I saw this before, and the end- 
ing was not good,” he said. Prophetically, 
he warned, “The American dream can be 
taken away from you. Always be informed 
and know what is going on. Choose your 
leaders carefully. And never forget.” 

Yehuda and Lola were very private 
people and always avoided publicity. 
They turned down all interview requests 
by media, including the New York Times. 
They remained ever fearful that they 
might have to testify one day about what 
they had witnessed in the forest during 
the war. 

Yehuda owned a successful business 
until his late 70s. “How lucky to be able 
to come to America with only pennies 
in your pocket and if you work hard, 
you can become secure,” he gratefully 
said. He enjoyed ballroom dancing and 
loved to be with his family. Yehuda died 
in 1994 in New York City, exactly 50 
years after walking out of the Eastern 
European forest. 

Lola became an avid Bridge player. 
She knitted intricately designed, beautiful 
sweaters for her family throughout her life 
and continued to paint in her studio in the 
family’s Manhattan Lincoln Center-area 
apartment until well into her 80s. Lola 
died in 2009 in New York City. 


Beginning again: Though Yehuda Bielski’s first wife fell to a German bullet during the war, he 
married again, to Lola Hudes, and began a family. They are shown with their daughter Leslie and 


son Eric in Israel in 1951. 
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The Bielski Legacy 

“Some people say Jews did not resist dur- 
ing the Shoah [Holocaust]. We know this is 
not true, but it is very important to spread 
knowledge about the Jewish armed and 
civil resistance movement. In 2009, the 
Museum of the History of Polish Jews 
started the [online] Virtual Shtetl portal 
with information about Jewish life in Po- 
land. A very important part of Jewish his- 
tory is the Jewish resistance,” said Krzysz- 
tof Bielawski, chief specialist of the Virtual 
Shtetl. (Shtetls were small towns with pre- 
dominantly Jewish populations in Central 
and Eastern Europe prior to the Holocaust.) 

Preserving the history of the underre- 
ported Jewish partisans is precisely what 
the Museum of the History of Polish Jews 
in Warsaw is doing with the noted Bielski 
Partisans, specifically the “mystery man” 
of the group, Lt. Yehuda Bielski; his wife 
Lola Hudes and the Bielski high com- 
mand led by Tuvia and Zus. The museum 
features their histories, captured in an 
earlier issue (July 20, 2009) of THE NEw 
AMERICAN in the article “The Bielski For- 
est” by my brother Y. Eric Bell, the son 
of Yehuda and Lola, who crystalized the 
spirit of the leadership. 

The museum, which opened in 2013, 
also traces the pre-war history of Polish 
Jews. “This museum is not another Holo- 
caust museum. It focuses on 1,000 years of 
Jewish life in Poland,” Bielawski proudly 
asserted. 

Other Jewish museums — The Syd- 
ney Jewish Museum in Sydney, Austra- 
lia; many American Jewish museums, 
including the U.S. Holocaust Memorial 
Museum in Washington, D.C.; and Yad 
Vashem in Jerusalem, Israel — are also 
chronicling and exhibiting the legacy of 
the Bielski Partisans, including Yehuda 
and Lola, with dozens of their historical 
photos and many articles in addition to 
“The Bielski Forest.” 

“The personal stories of the survivors 
are the vehicle by which we can learn 


They knew the Russians could provide 
them with much-needed weapons and 
ammunition. ‘It is better to die with a 


gun in your hand,” Yehuda said, “than be 


slaughtered like sheep.” 
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From left to right: 
Lola, Eric, Leslie, 
and Yehuda 


From nothing, something: Though Lola and Yehuda Bell (formerly Bielski) were destitute after 
WWII because they had had to leave all property behind while fleeing for their lives, they took 
opportunity as it came, including moving to America, and succeeded. They are shown in 1986. 


about these inspiring deeds. The testimo- 
nies, memoirs, and personal documents of 
the Jewish partisans, along with those of 
other Jews who went through the Shoah, 
must continue to be collected, dissemi- 
nated to the public and preserved for pos- 
terity,” said Shaya ben Yehuda, director 
of the International Relations Division 
of Yad Vashem. “Today, we are seeing 
growing interest among people of differ- 
ent backgrounds from all over the world 
in learning and engaging with the events 
and many of the core issues raised by the 
Shoah. Yet very soon, many of the survi- 
vors will no longer be able to share their 
stories firsthand, making Yad Vashem’s 
efforts to document and disseminate in- 
formation all the more important.” 
Personal stories still to be told in a com- 
prehensive manner include the tremendous 
contributions of Jewish women parti- 
sans who were instrumental in raising chil- 
dren, teaching, providing medical attention, 
cooking, sewing, and even guarding family 
camps. “Definitely the role of 
many women has been large- 
ly overlooked,” Eric insisted. 
“They were always more vul- 
nerable than men, especially 
in the woods. Those who sur- 
vived were remarkable, cou- 
rageous, and unusual people.” 
The Bielskis’ shining 


story in the annals of Jewish resistance 
during World War II has become leg- 
endary. The Bielski Partisans personify 
the resilience and triumph of the human 
spirit that can emerge when unceasing 
murder is let loose. They provide an in- 
spirational lesson and guide for genera- 
tions yet unborn. It is to be hoped that 
Jewish museums will remain in perpetu- 
ity — so too the photographs, columns, 
interviews, testimonials, videos, and 
articles about Jewish partisans and the 
Holocaust. Because articles with mean- 
ingful and insightful information, such 
as presented in THE NEw AMERICAN, are 
archived in the museums, they provide a 
significant and valuable resource for all 
interested people — people who wish not 
to forget the past and therein repeat the 
tragic events that occurred during World 
War II. The availability of such resources 
can only be a sobering lesson of what can 
happen when we shut our eyes to totali- 
tarianism. 

For more information about the 
Jewish partisan resistance during 
the Holocaust, go to the museum’s 
website: http://www.sztetl.org.pl/en//. 
For information about Yehuda and Lola 
specifically, see: http://www.sztetl.org. 
pl/en/article/nowogrodek/16,accounts- 
memories/40430,yehuda-and-lola- 
bielski/ Hi 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


No Guns Allowed? 


Eric Reed, the president and founder of 
Gun Rights Across America (GRAA), 
blogged on June 25 about what he de- 
scribed as “possibly the biggest anti-gun 
lunacy of the year!” Reed was shocked 
when he learned that Keith’s Superstore 
near downtown Lumberton, Mississippi, 
had recently posted signs on their doors 
that “no guns” are allowed. The reason 
for Reed’s shock was that the store re- 
cently had a violent attack from a dis- 
gruntled former employee halted by an 
armed customer. 

On March 19, police reported that 
29-year-old Lamont Williams entered 
the store, walked behind the counter, and 
began stabbing the manager on duty. Sur- 
veillance videos showed that Williams 
stabbed the manager eight times. Thank- 
fully, a customer who witnessed the event 
had a concealed weapons permit and was 
able to intervene. The customer pulled his 
handgun on Williams, who tried running 
away. The witness followed Williams and 
held him at gunpoint until police arrived. 
Williams is charged with aggravated as- 
sault with a deadly weapon and is being 
held in the Lamar County Correctional Fa- 
cility. The manager was taken to a nearby 
hospital in critical condition, but has re- 
covered and is certainly thankful for the 
armed good samaritan. 

As Reed wrote, “This story makes five 
important points: The person who saved 
the victim’s life was a civilian with a Con- 
cealed Carry Permit. The person who held 
the suspect at gunpoint until the police ar- 
rived was that civilian. [The story dispels] 
opinions that permit holders are trigger- 
happy gun-nuts who can’t wait to shoot. 
[The story dispels] thoughts that victims 
should count on the police to be there 
when they need them. Concealed Permit 
Holders should not be barred from busi- 
nesses with their guns.” 

So Reed took to his keyboard to let his 
community of online followers know that 
Keith’s Superstore has posted “no guns” 
signs on their front doors. Reed posted 
the following on his website: “I of course 
called Keith’s Superstore in Lumberton 
... to find out what their logic was. Long 
story short, they were quite rude, and re- 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
_ eS = ——EEeeeeeeee. 


fused to answer any questions pertaining 
to this incident. Perhaps I should’ ve asked 
why they didn’t post a ‘No Knives’ sign!” 


Prison-style 
Debt Collection 


The Kokomo Tribune reported on June 
12 that a shooting was ruled a justifiable 
homicide in Peru, Indiana. Police reported 
that the source of the confrontation was an 
outstanding debt that 30-year-old Donny 
Sturgill came to collect. Sturgill allegedly 
texted Andrew Baldwin and told him that 
he wanted the $200 Baldwin owed him for 
a phone bill, and that if he didn’t receive 
the money, he would come to Baldwin’s 
home and beat everyone there with a 
baseball bat. Sturgill’s threatening text to 
Baldwin scared Baldwin enough that he 
borrowed a handgun from an acquaintance 
for self-defense. 

True to his word, Sturgill attempted to 
do just what he wrote in his text when 
he arrived at the front door and began 
smashing out a window with a baseball 
bat. Sturgill entered the house through the 
broken window and encountered Baldwin 
in the living room. Baldwin pointed the 
gun at Sturgill and told him to leave the 
house. However, Sturgill swung the bat 
at Baldwin, breaking his arm. The injured 
Baldwin fired at Sturgill, hitting him in 
the pelvic region and the heart. Sturgill 
was mortally wounded by the shot to the 
heart and stumbled into a nearby room, 
where he collapsed between the bed and 
the wall. He was pronounced dead at the 
scene. 

Miami County Prosecutor Bruce Em- 
brey investigated the shooting in conjunc- 
tion with the Miami County Sheriff’s De- 
partment and Indiana State Police. Embrey 
tuled it a justifiable homicide, citing both 
the “castle doctrine,” which provides that 
a person may use deadly force to prevent 
or terminate an unlawful entry into his 
home, and an Indiana self-defense statute, 
which states deadly force is justified when 
preventing serious bodily injury to your- 
self or someone else. Embrey noted that 
Baldwin immediately called 911 “after the 
shooting in an attempt to save Sturgill’s 


life and indicated he shot him because he 
did not want to be hit again.” 

Apparently Sturgill had previously 
served prison time for an aggravated bur- 
glary in 2001 and was known to be a mem- 
ber of a prison gang called Maniac Latin 
Disciples. 


Pellet Gun to the Rescue 


The Daily Item out of Sudbury, Pennsylva- 
nia, reported on July 1 that a female home- 
owner stopped a burglary-in-progress with 
only a pellet gun and a lot of courage. San- 
dra Norris returned to her Sudbury home 
to drop off some personal items only to 
walk in on a man holding her 50-inch flat 
screen TV. 

Norris reacted quickly, maintaining her 
composure, and immediately grabbed her 
pellet gun. She warned the man to leave 
her home and told him she would shoot 
him if he didn’t comply. “He didn’t listen 
so I shot him in the leg,” Norris told the 
Daily Item. The man screamed out in pain 
as the pellet drew blood, and he ran out the 
back door. “When he was screaming, he 
ran through the kitchen and out the back 
door to the alley ... [and] left a trail of 
blood behind,” Norris said. 

Norris called 911 to report the incident 
and the police are still searching for the 
suspect. She explained that she uses her 
pellet gun for small game hunting and was 
grateful that she had the gun easily acces- 
sible. Even though the police were still 
looking for the suspect as of the time of 
this writing, Norris still strongly feels that 
the police will catch the suspect. Authori- 
ties are on the lookout for a tall, thin man, 
who was wearing a black hoodie, jeans, 
and tan boots. 

Norris is positive she’ Il be able to iden- 
tify the man when he is caught. “When 
they catch him, and I know they will, I will 
be able to pick him out of a lineup easily,” 
Norris said. 

She also showed that fighting spirit that 
prevented her from becoming yet another 
helpless victim. “I’m a bit scared still,” she 
admitted, “but I hope police catch him and 
they let me go in the same room with him 
for a few minutes.” Hi 

— PATRICK KREY 
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The Unaffordable Harm Act 


ITEM: Writing in Politico for July 10, 
David Nather maintains: “The evidence 
is piling up now: Obamacare really does 
seem to be helping the uninsured. Survey 
after survey is showing that the number 
of uninsured people has been going down 
since the start of enrollment last fall. The 
numbers dont all match, and health care 
experts say they’re not precise enough to 
give more than a general idea of the trend.” 
But, he continues, “by now, the trend 
is unmistakable: Millions of people who 
didn’t have health insurance before the 
Affordable Care Act have gained it since 
last fall. The law is not just covering peo- 
ple who already had health coverage, but 
adding new people to the ranks of the in- 
sured — which was the point of the law 
all along.” 
Irem: Mother Jones for June 18 features 
an article entitled: “It’s Time to Acknowl- 
edge Reality: Obamacare Is Working Pret- 
ty Well.” As evidence, Kevin Drum found a 
study that contended that the “rate shock” 
to date has been “generally more modest 
than we thought” would occur. 
Accordingly, the Mother Jones writer in- 
sists: “It’s time to stop arguing over minuti- 
ae. Fundamentally, Obamacare ‘works. It’s 
not perfect, but after nine months we can 
now say that it does indeed provide health 
coverage to the poor and the working-class 
ina reasonably efficient manner, and it does 
this largely by a combination of taxing and/ 
or reducing payments to the relatively well 
off. I think this is a good idea. Republicans 
don’t. But this, rather than the cacophony 
of nonsense we’ve been subjected to over 
the past several years, is what we should 
be arguing about.” 
IremM: Ross Douthat of the New York 
Times writes on July 10, citing several es- 
timates and admittedly spotty data about 
how millions of Americans have “gained 
coverage” because of ObamaCare, that 
many of the “figures seem to be in [the] 
same ballpark. That's what matters.”’ 
Douthat declares: “Obamacare has 
Stabilized, it’s insuring substantial num- 
bers of people, the disaster scenarios have 
been averted and most people getting cov- 
erage seem reasonably happy with it.” 
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Declaring victory too soon: Democrats and liberals in general say that ObamaCare is successful 
because millions of uninsured got coverage, but the enrollment counts are largely unverified, 
many of the new recipients are likely illegal immigrants, and costs are skyrocketing. 


He closes by saying: “I think it’s en- 

tirely fair (especially given where we were 
six months ago!) for the law’s supporters 
to put a glass-half-full spin on what we’re 
seeing at the moment.” 
CORRECTION: If you set the bar low 
enough, it doesn’t take much to declare 
a victory. In the case of ObamaCare, its 
champions are now pretending they never 
made many grandiose claims, but merely 
hoped to provide healthcare coverage to 
some who were without it. 

Even at that, liberal proponents ig- 
nore that the subsidized manna falls not 
from heaven, but because the govern- 
ment snatches the monies from those who 
earned it first and hands it over to others. 
No one doubted that the federal govern- 
ment would be able to give away a new 
benefit — it’s had much practice doing 
just that, after all. Whether it is right or 
constitutional or downright harmful to do 
so is another matter altogether. 

The reports being spun to vindicate the 


healthcare reform tend to stretch the evi- 
dence in their claims. Even the authors of 
one such report, by the Commonwealth 
Fund, have admitted that their numbers 
about the millions who “gained coverage” 
may be misleading. Alyene Senger, in the 
Daily Signal, is more to the point, explain- 
ing that the Commonwealth figures do not 
“distinguish between those who were pre- 
viously insured and those who were not — 
even though the previously insured would 
not be ‘gaining’ coverage, but merely re- 
place one form of coverage with another.” 
In the course of trying to justify the take- 
over of so much of the economy, advocates 
loaded up their pitch with all sorts of de- 
ceptions. Remember the sales pitch: If you 
like your health plan, you can keep it? How 
about: If you like your doctor, you can keep 
your doctor? Then there was the promise 
that if you bought this health reform it 
would lower the cost of health insurance 
by $2,500 a year for the average family. 
Those who were daydreaming in such 
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fashion at the steering wheel produced a 
nightmare at the hospital. And at doctors’ 
offices. And for the economy in general. 

We don’t hear much about those pledg- 
es these days, do we? The Left, led by 
Barack Obama, once spent much time 
making promises. Now, if one can pin 
them down at all, the great pretenders 
make excuses. 

Those bogus claims, and others, have 
been demolished by many analysts both 
before and after ObamaCare was jammed 
down our collective throats. Writing for 
the National Center for Policy Analysis, 
John Graham points out that about six mil- 
lion Americans have already been told by 
insurance companies that their policies are 
being canceled. It won’t stop there. 

Millions more will find that their plans 
are not compliant with requirements of 
the so-called Affordable Care Act. Indeed, 
according to one expert, the new law may 
cause more than 15 million people to lose 
their individual insurance by the end of this 
year. Then, when they are forced to get their 
healthcare coverage from the ObamaCare 
exchanges, no doubt the apologists will add 
their names as pleased customers of the 
new mandate. There will also be an impact 
on those insured through their employers. 


There will be an estimated seven mil- 
lion fewer with employment-based cov- 
erage in 2016 because of the new law, 
according to the latest projections of the 
Congressional Budget Office. Many have 
already found they cannot keep their pre- 
ferred doctors, which was inevitable with 
this government takeover. Moreover, as 
explained by Graham, in his valuable and 
footnoted summary: 


Many health plans sold in the ex- 
changes offer very narrow networks 
with a limited choice of doctors. For 
example, 70 percent of California 
physicians are not in CoveredCali- 
fornia exchange plan networks. If 
government estimates are correct, 
about 26 million uninsured people 
will eventually acquire health insur- 
ance. If economic studies are correct, 
the newly insured will try to double 
their consumption of health care. Yet, 
with no increase in the number of 
physicians, there is no realistic way 
to meet this demand. 

The Association of American 
Medical Colleges predicts a shortfall 
of 21,000 primary care physicians 
by 2015. Before health care reform 


passed, the Health Resources and 
Services Administration estimated a 
shortage of 55,000 to 150,000 phy- 
sicians by 2020. That number is un- 
doubtedly higher today. Texas alone 
is predicting a shortage of 18,000 
nurses by 2015. 


Existing premium costs are going up for 
most, not down as promised. As Graham 
notes, due to ObamaCare’s regulations 
and requirements, “coverage will be more 
expensive for everyone outside a small 
portion of older, low-income adults who 
can obtain highly subsidized coverage in 
the exchanges.” The Congressional Bud- 
get Office has estimated that there will be 
two million fewer workers employed in 
2017, and 2.5 million fewer in 2024, than 
would otherwise be the case without the 
Affordable Care Act. 

As it is, a full 57 percent of Americans, 
as measured in a Kaiser Family Founda- 
tion poll, maintain that ObamaCare is not 
working as planned. If the government had 
to follow truth-in-advertising laws for this 
supposed boon, the boondoggle would have 
been called the Unaffordable Harm Act. 

There have been a number of analyses 
of the long-term effects of this new man- 
date, though they are estimates 
of moving targets and somewhat 
rough as a result. John Goodman, 
in Forbes.com in late June, added 
some reasonable appraisals of both 
the direct and indirect costs. Con- 
cerning the former, he cites the 
work by the Congressional Bud- 
get Office, which has estimated 
that “spending for all the different 
parts of ObamaCare (health insur- 
ance subsidies, Medicaid expan- 
sion, administrative costs, etc.) 
will come to about $2 trillion over 
the next ten years. That works out 
to about $2,000 for every house- 
hold in America, every year.” (An- 
other projection, made by Michael 
Tanner of the Cato Institute, which 
includes additional taxes and the 
impact on the National Debt, puts 
that 10-year cost for ObamaCare at 
close to $2.4 trillion.) 
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Not really alone: The Griffins are like millions of other Americans — likely soon to be tens of 


millions of Americans — who thought that under ObamaCare they could keep the health insurance 
they already had and liked. They were all wrong. Now they'll probably lose their favored doctors too. 


When indirect costs are included, 
Goodman makes a case that the overall 
price tag for ObamaCare comes to more 
than $10,000 per household annually. 
Sure there are some beneficiaries who are 
satisfied with what they have been given 
— and these are the ones highlighted 
above by advocates of ObamaCare. How- 
ever, the price to be paid is too much. By 
Goodman’s reckoning, the financial cost 
of ObamaCare is 10 times the size of its 
benefits. 

The worst is yet to come. Unless the 
mandate is changed dramatically or re- 
pealed, its grip will take hold of the 
country even more tightly. Some New 
York Times writers (step forward, Russ 
Douthat) might benefit from reading the 
paper’s own reportage. On June 2, for in- 
stance, the New York Times noted the local 
impact of the national healthcare reform: 


Some New Yorkers are in sticker 
shock after receiving notices from 
their insurance companies saying that 
they have asked for significant rate 
increases through the state’s health 
exchange next year. 

The exchange, which has prided 
itself on being affordable, is now 
facing requests for increases as high 
as 28 percent for some customers of 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


MetroPlus, a new entry to the indi- 
vidual insurance market and one of 
the least costly — and most popular 
— plans on the exchange this year. 


Such shocks are expected elsewhere, with 
local differences, this fall. Already the 
supporters of ObamaCare are trying to 
find some way to get ahead of the prob- 
able reports, and trying to minimize the 
political damage anticipated when the in- 
creased premiums are announced before 
this year’s elections. 

The act has been taking some public 
hits, despite the fact that the establish- 
ment media have hardly been tough on 
this horrendous infection of our health- 
care system. Still, as columnist David 
Limbaugh has observed, a new chapter in 
the ObamaCare “debacle could be written 
every week without any fear of redundan- 
cy.” He cites figures from the Department 
of Health and Human Services, which has 
found that the administration “has yet to 
determine whether 1,295,571 of the 8 mil- 
lion Obamacare enrollees are lawfully in 
this country. Further, we are now learning 
that federal officials are unable to resolve 
85 percent of the 2.9 million ‘inconsisten- 
cies’ on the Obamacare applications de- 
spite nine months of trying.” 

All of this helps to explain why Obama- 


Care’s supporters are popping figurative 
aspirins in an attempt to deal with their 
looming political headaches. However, 
they know they don’t have to fool all 
the people all the time — but rather just 
enough to get by the next election. 

Politico in the nation’s capital, which 
is hardly a conservative media beacon, 
has taken note of why the administra- 
tion and its friends are worried. Though 
ObamaCare’s open enrollment for this 
year closed at the end of March, the White 
House’s “war room” on the Affordable 
Care Act did not, pointed out that publica- 
tion in early July. Most of the state health 
insurance rates for next year 


are scheduled to be approved by early 
fall, and most are likely to rise, timing 
that couldn’t be worse for Democrats 
already on defense in the midterms. 

The White House and its allies 
know they’ve been beaten in every 
previous round of Obamacare mes- 
saging, never more devastatingly than 
in 2010. And they know the results 
this November could hinge in large 
part on whether that happens again. 

So they’re trying to avoid — or at 
least, get ahead of — any September 
surprise. 


There’s a need to manage the debate. The 
mainstream media will likely play along 
or justify the big government solution. 
Thus, says Politico, the “White House’s 
internal health care enrollment outreach 
apparatus immediately redirected into a 
rapid-response, blocking-and-tackling re- 
search and press operation geared toward 
preempting” the attacks that might be 
made on this issue. 

Whether this bout of news management 
appears to work or not, the challenges will 
continue. We’ve heard a rumor in Wash- 
ington, D.C. — in fact, we’ve just started 
it — that there are plans for an expanded 
Affordable Care Act. We hear it will be 
dubbed ObamAcupuncture. It won’t be all 
that different from the current act since the 
government will stick us — with the bill 
and more. 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY JACK KENNY 


On Money and the Freedom of Speech 


GG fool and his 
money. are 
soon elected,” 


humorist Will Rogers said, 
giving his own ironic twist 
to an old familiar proverb. 
Rogers, like all good hu- 
morists, exaggerated. Not 
all fools get elected and 
not all elected officials are 
fools. But some fancy them- 
selves reformers, which 
is often worse. Some “re- 
formers” now in Congress 
are working on a proposed 
constitutional amendment 
to resurrect the restrictions 
on political speech that the 
Supreme Court struck down 
in Citizens United v. FEC and McCutcheon v. FEC. 

They want, in other words, the type of restrictions embodied 
in the Bipartisan Campaign Reform Act of 2002, better known 
by the names of its principal Senate sponsors, John McCain of 
Arizona and Russell Feingold of Wisconsin. The law not only 
limited how much candidates may spend on their own cam- 
paigns, but also placed restrictions on outside expenditures for 
ads that even mentioned the name of a candidate for federal of- 
fice within 30 days of a primary or caucus and 60 days of a gen- 
eral election. Most third-party ads target incumbents, since they 
are the ones wielding power in ways that affect people’s lives 
for better or — more often — worse. So the ban on independent 
expenditure ads is an effective way to shield incumbents from 
outside criticism during the time when people would be most 
likely to be paying attention to the campaigns. 

Here’s one example of how it worked. In 2004, Wisconsin 
Right to Life, a nonprofit advocacy corporation, had been run- 
ning ads urging people to call the state’s two U.S. senators and ask 
them to oppose filibusters against President Bush’s judicial nomi- 
nees. But the ads mentioned the senators — Herbert Kohl and the 
aforementioned Russell Feingold — by name, and Feingold was a 
candidate for reelection that fall. So McCain-Feingold prevented 
the ads from airing during the two-month period preceding the 
election. Wisconsin Right to Life went to court, claiming the re- 
striction violated its freedom of speech. 

It is on this point that defenders of such restrictions invariably 
chime in with their “Money is not speech” mantra. Technically 
that is correct. No dollar bill has yet been printed that can sing 
the “Star-Spangled Banner” or recite the Gettysburg Address. 
Wisconsin Right to Life was not forbidden to air its message. 
They were merely forbidden to spend money in so doing. All 
they had to do was find TV or radio stations that run ads for free. 
And good luck with that. 
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Eventually, the case reached the Supreme 
Court, and in a narrow ruling, the court let stand 
the law’s restriction on money spent for “ad- 
vocacy ads” — explicitly calling for the 
election or defeat of a candidate — but 
ruled Wisconsin Right to Life’s 
“issue” ad was protected by the 
First Amendment guarantee on the 
freedom of speech. The court de- 
clined to rule on the motive or intent 
behind what the Federal Election Com- 
mission argued was a “sham issue ad.” 
In 2008, a group calling itself Citi- 
zens United wanted to broadcast ads 
on network television for a docu- 
mentary it planned to show on 

HBO about presidential candidate 

Hillary Clinton. The ads commu- 

nicated the movie’s highly nega- 
tive portrayal of then-Senator Clinton and her fitness for office. 
Since the ads would have run within 30 days before the Iowa 
Caucuses and the New Hampshire primary, the Federal Election 
Commission determined such ads would violate the strictures of 
McCain-Feingold. Citizens United took the First Amendment 
back to the Supreme Court for further adjudication. 

This time the court rejected the distinction between advocacy 
and issue ads. What, after all, is the meaning of freedom of 
speech if it doesn’t include the right of the people to argue for 
or against a candidate for office? The court, in a 5-4 split, ruled 
corporations, labor unions, and associations, as well as individu- 
als, are entitled under the First Amendment to spend what they 
wish on their own political ads, provided the advertising is not 
coordinated with any political campaign. 

In this year’s McCutcheon v. FEC decision, the court ruled 
the limit on the aggregate amount one person may contribute to 
multiple candidates for federal office in one election cycle (cur- 
rently set at $48,600) violated the First Amendment. The limit ef- 
fectively restricts the number of candidates a person may support, 
the court reasoned, concluding that “the government may no more 
restrict how many candidates or causes a donor may support than 
it may tell a newspaper how many candidates it may endorse.” 

The First Amendment is clear: “Congress shall make no 
law ... abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press, or of 
the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition 
the Government for a redress of grievances.” The government 
had no more right to prevent Citizens United from advertising 
its documentary about Senator Clinton than it has to prevent 
citizens from advertising their efforts to overturn the Supreme 
Court decision. The Constitution protects both activities, which 
is why Common Cause and other like-minded organizations are 
free to solicit contributions of money to help promote their mes- 
sage: “Money is not speech.” 
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Freedom Index 
Our third look at the 113th Congress 
shows how every member of the House 
and Senate voted on key issues, such as 
the debt limit, farm and food programs, 
indefinite military detention, and the 
minimum wage. (July 28, 2014, 48pp) 
TNA140728 


Minimum Wage: The Ups & Downs 
Calls for raising the minimum wage are 
springing forth across the nation, under the 
guise of being “fair” and “reducing poverty.’ 
But the numbers and facts refute the claims. 
(June 23, 2014, 48pp) TNA140623 
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